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This thesis examines the effects of three potentially important but scarcely studied 
environmental axes of mountain landscapes: mountain topography, vegetation types, and landslides, 
on the biodiversity formation of epigean and subterranean arthropods using the community-wide 
approach. In Chapter 1, high- [Carabus (Leptocarabus) arboreus] and low-altitude [C. (L.) 
procerulus] carabid species were collected from 21 localities in and around the Japanese Alps and  
the sequences of two nuclear genes (total 1247 bp) from 37 and 36 individuals, respectively, were 
obtained. The results indicated that the within-species genetic differentiation of high-altitude species 
was higher than in low-altitude species. The landscape genetic analyses showed that low-altitude 
regions between mountains promoted genetic differentiation, particularly in high-altitude species, 
suggesting that mountain topography, consisting of ridges and valleys, promotes genetic 
differentiation in carabids. In Chapter 2, the community composition of epigeic Carabidae was 
studied by setting a total of 260 pitfall traps in 4–6 sites each of grassland, evergreen coniferous 
natural forest, deciduous broad-leaved natural forest, and deciduous coniferous plantation in the 
Sugadaira highlands, central Japan. The results indicated that vegetation types affected the 
community composition of carabid beetles. The species composition was the most different between 
grasslands and forests, and deciduous coniferous plantations had a large degree of overlap with the 
other two forest types. Thus, the effect of afforestation on carabid communities might be 
insignificant compared with the effects of cover types (deciduous vs. evergreen) and environmental 
factors. Each vegetation type hosted indicator species, suggesting that the four vegetation types 
maintain biodiversity at a regional landscape scale. In Chapter 3, the species-, family-, and 
order-level diversities of epigeic arthropods were studied in the same four vegetation types. The 
results showed higher arthropod diversity at larger temporal- and spatial-scales, and a tendency for 
higher spatial and seasonal heterogeneity in grasslands and deciduous broad-leaved forests compared 
to the two coniferous forests, suggesting that coniferous monoculture may limit arthropod diversity. 
In Chapter 4, the effect of landslides on the diversity and community composition of epigeic and 
subterranean arthropods was studied using baited traps in and around the Japanese Alps. The 
landside areas had higher arthropod abundances and order-level richness compared to undisturbed 
areas. More than one third of orders and families and half of species depended on landslide areas. 
The community composition in landslide areas was more endemic than in undisturbed areas. Thus, 
the environmental axis of landslides contributes greatly to local arthropod diversity. Overall, the 
results of all four chapters show that a mixture of environmental elements in an environmental axis 
contribute to arthropod genetic and taxonomic diversity. In Chapters 2–4, new species-, family-, and 
order-level bioindicators of scarcely studied environmental axes and environmental elements were 
found, which will help promote efficient environmental evaluation. Some families and orders of 
2 
arthropods did not depend on a particular environmental element along the axes of vegetation type 
and landslides, while all species were indicators of a particular environmental axis, suggesting 
species-level habitat specialization. Grasslands and landslides were also found to harbor large 
numbers of bioindicators, suggesting that landscapes including these spatially limited environmental 
elements increase regional arthropod diversity. While grasslands contribute to species-level diversity, 
landslides contribute to order- and family-level diversity, suggesting that different environmental 





 Japan is one of the world’s biodiversity hotspots (Jenkins et al. 2013). High biodiversity in 
Japan is thought to be driven by the diversity of geological and topological features formed by the 
tectonic activities of the four crustal plates interacting on and around the country. A diversity of 
geological features is particularly notable in mountainous regions, where high biodiversity is also 
observed. For example in South America, the uplift of the Andes mountains changed the Amazonian 
landscape and caused the development of a region-wide mosaic of environments that is extremely 
rich in species (Hoorn et al. 2010). In the Japanese mountains, especially in and around Japanese 
Alps, there is a complex topography with eight discontinuous mountain ranges and lowland areas. 
Biodiversity in relation to these features, there are four climatic zones (i.e. boreal, sub-boreal, 
cool-temperate, and temperate zone) and high animal and plant diversity maintained by the multiple 
climatic zones. The abundant biodiversity (species diversity and interactions among species) has an 
important role to stabilize ecosystem (Yamamura 2002; Mougi and Kondoh 2012). The monitoring 
of the biodiversity is necessary not only conservation of rare species but also understanding stability 
of the whole ecosystem. 
The study of biodiversity by investigating a relatively wide range of taxonomic groups is 
known as the community-wide approach (Martin and Eadie 1999;Pugnaire et al. 2004). This 
approach enables a comprehensive understanding of the distributions and changes in diversity. The 
diversity of wide-range of taxonomic groups can be a good environmental indicator because 
different taxonomic groups react differently to environmental changes (Kotze and Samways 1999a, 
1999b; Oertli et al. 2005). For example, taxonomic diversity is more sensitive to anthropogenic 
disturbance than species richness (Warwick and Clarke 1998; Campbell and Novelo-Gutiérrez 2007; 
Moreno et al. 2009). One drawback of the community-wide approach is that enormous sampling and 
identification efforts are required. To reduce these efforts, bioindicators, a subset of taxa known to be 
sensitive to environmental changes are often used. For example, birds, butterflies, and beetles 
(Carabidae and Staphylinidae of Coleoptera) have been used as bioindicators to monitor the effect of 
natural vegetational succession (Bohac 1999; Inoue 2003; Herkert 2012) and urbanization (Chace 
and Walsh 2006; Johns 2009). An additional important consideration is the spatial scale at which 
biodiversity assessments are performed.  
Biodiversity can be assessed across a range of scales such as genetic diversity, species 
diversity, and landscape diversity. A ‘landscape’ can be defined as the composition of multiple 
environmental elements in one or more environmental axes and such landscapes have been studied 
in relation to macro-scale biodiversity (Office of Technology Assessment 1987). Mountains have 
many environmental axes (e.g. elevation, disturbance, soil conditions) with each consisting of 
various environmental elements (e.g. low–high altitude, disturbed / undisturbed, low–high pH) that 
are known to influence biodiversity. For example, elevation affects species distribution patterns and 
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species richness (Becker et al. 2007); natural disturbances, such as fire and avalanche, create 
environmental heterogeneity and intermediate disturbance increases species diversity of plants (Bebi 
et al. 2009; Perry et al. 2011); intensive artificial disturbances, such as agriculture and plantations, 
are negatively correlated with biodiversity (Kocher and Williams 2000; Schmitzberger et al. 2005; 
Agnoletti 2007); soil pH and calcium content positively affect species richness of vascular plants in 
central Europe (Chytrý et al. 2003); and changes in aerial moisture are highly correlated with species 
composition of birds in Costa Rica (Jankowski et al. 2009). However, there are several other 
landscape features that may be influencing biodiversity but are yet to investigated. 
 In this thesis, I studied the role of several, previously seldom explored, features of 
mountain landscapes on biodiversity formation, focusing on three environmental axes: mountain 
topography, vegetation types and landslides. In particular, I explored the potential effects of a 
combination of these different environmental elements on epigeic and subterranean (above- and 
below-ground respectively) invertebrate biodiversity using bioindicator taxa. Invertebrates comprise 
the bulk of animal species diversity and they are distributed over broad habitat and geographical 
ranges. For example one invertebrate class, Arthropoda (arthropods), has the highest species richness 
amongst all classes (Wilson 1988; Zhang 2011), and can be regarded as a key contributor to 
biodiversity. Litter-dwelling arthropods such as Acari, Collenbola, and Myriapoda, and soil-dwelling 
arthropods such as some groups of Hexapoda, have low dispersal abilities and are easily affected by 
environmental changes, thus they are suitable indicators to evaluate the effect of environmental 
change. 
The environmental axis addressed in Chapter 1 was mountain topography, which forms at 
geological time-scales, meaning that a more long-term reflection of biodiversity, such as an 
evolutionary approach, is appropriate. Thus to study the effect of mountain topography on genetic 
differentiation, I focused on one taxonomic group, the subgenus Leptocarabus (Coleoptera: 
Carabidae). The environmental axis addressed in Chapters 2 and 3 is vegetation type. Vegetation 
type is an environmental axis that changes over a time-scale of several hundred years, for example 
by successions and afforestation. At this time-scale, biological communities are formed through 
migration, establishment, and local extinction. To study such community formation and diversity in 
arthropods, I targeted two relatively large taxonomic groups, the Carabidae family in Chapter 2 and 
the Arthropoda class in Chapter 3. The final environmental axis, addressed in Chapter 4, was 
landslides, including shallow landslides that occur rather consistently, and deep-seated landslides 
that occur suddenly. Disturbed habitats generated by landslides remain for several tens to hundreds 
of years, a time-scale at which, once again, species migration, establishment and local extinction 
determine community formation. To explore the effects of landslides on biodiversity and community 
composition, I studied both epigeic and subterranean arthropods, as a rich suite of endemic fauna has 
recently been found living under landslides (Culver and Pipan 2008; Ito 2010; Barranco et al. 2013; 
Sugaya and Yamasako 2014; Olmi et al. 2014). 
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Through these four chapters, I aimed to: i) test the role of mountain landscapes in shaping 
genetic and community diversity; ii) search for new bioindicators for particular environmental axes 
and elements; and iii) examine whether the taxonomic levels of bioindicators differ between 


















Genetic differentiation within two Leptocarabus carabid beetle 




 Although this study suggested an effect of mountain topography, or low-altitude 
zones between mountain regions, in promoting genetic differentiation of high-altitude species, 
there are other possible geographic barriers, not investigated here that may also have an effect. 
In this study, first-class rivers had no effect on genetic distance (Table 1-3), possibly because 
the distribution and branching of rivers has been variable over time. In addition, both species 
are distributed over 2000m a.s.l. (Sota 1996; Hiramatsu 2002), where the width of rivers are 
narrower, therefore might not be a significant geographic barrier to both Leptocarabus beetles 
studied here.  
14 
 
Tables of Chapter 1 
Table 1-1 The number of samples collected and used for DNA analyses of Carabus (Leptocarabus) arboreus. 











The Central Japanese Alps Mt. Eboshigatake 35.65246 137.84606 3 2 
The Central Japanese Alps Mt. Kisokomagatake 35.81004 137.82591 7 2 
The Northern Japanese Alps Mt. Norikura 36.1191 137.59379 5 2 
  The Northern Japanese Alps Mt. Nishihotaka 36.26773 137.61664 8 2 
  The Northern Japanese Alps Mt. Jigatake 36.5878 137.73526 8 2 
C. (L.) arboreus horioi 
The Southern Japanese Alps 
Ikawa Forest of the 
University of Tsukuba 
35.35458 138.21484 2 2 
  The Southern Japanese Alps Mt. Senjogatake 35.72958 138.19841 15 2 
  The Southern Japanese Alps Mt. Myugasayama 35.89753 138.17292 1 1 
C. (L.) arboreus ogurai 
 
Mt. Chichibu Mt. Kokushigatake 35.88725 138.66349 54 2 
Mt. Chichibu Mt. Mitsutogeyama 35.55049 138.81042 28 2 
  Mt. Chichibu Mt. Nanatsuishiyama 35.82974 138.96172 6 2 
C. (L.) arboreus 
fujisanus 
Mt. Fuji Fifth station of Mt. Fuji 35.38617 138.75923 5 2 
C. (L.) arboreus 
tenuiformis 
Joshin’etsu highland Mt. Kasagatake 36.67682 138.48121 13 2 
Joshin’etsu highland Mt. Koasamayama 36.42235 138.57079 1 1 
  Joshin’etsu highland Mt. Yunomaruyama 36.41691 138.44414 2 2 
C. (L.) arboreus babai Mt. Myoko Mt. Gojizosan 36.79066 138.06923 13 2 
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 Mt. Myoko Mt. Myokosan 36.89261 138.12439 23 2 
C. (L.) arboreus 
shinanensis 
Mt. Yatsugatake Mt. Yokodake 35.98348 138.37683 5 2 
Mt. Yatsugatake Mt. Gongentake 35.94053 138.36574 5 2 
  Mt. Yatsugatake Mt. Takeshimine 36.25991 138.0969 1 1 
Total       205 37 
16 
 
Table 1-2 The number of samples collected and used for DNA analyses of Carabus (Leptocarabus) procerulus. 











The Central Japanese Alps Mt. Eboshigatake 35.65246 137.84606 8 2 
The Central Japanese Alps Mt. Kisokomagatake 35.81004 137.82591 8 2 
The Northern Japanese Alps Mt. Norikura 36.1191 137.59379 6 2 
  The Northern Japanese Alps Mt. Nishihotaka 36.26773 137.61664 71 2 
  The Northern Japanese Alps Mt. Jigatake 36.5878 137.73526 96 2 
  The Southern Japanese Alps Mt. Nyugasayama 35.89753 138.17292 4 1 
  The Southern Japanese Alps 
Ikawa Forest of the 
University of Tsukuba 
35.35458 138.21484 4 2 
  Mt. Chichibu Mt. Mitsutogeyama 35.55049 138.81042 3 2 
  Mt. Chichibu Mt. Nanatsuishiyama 35.82974 138.96172 2 2 
  Mt. Fuji Mt. Oyama 35.44122 139.23083 1 1 
  Joshin’etsu highland Mt. Kasagatake 36.67682 138.48121 3 2 
  Joshin’etsu highland Mt. Kurohimeyama 37.22406 138.599 8 2 
  Joshin’etsu highland Mt. Azumayasan 36.53673 138.38785 3 2 
  Joshin’etsu highland Mt. Hishigatake 37.0271 138.49173 1 1 
  Joshin’etsu highland Mt. Koasamayama 36.4056 138.56664 5 2 
  Mt. Myoko Mt. Gojizosan 36.79066 138.06923 10 2 
  Mt. Myoko Mt. Myokosan 36.89261 138.12439 5 1 
  Mt. Yatsugatake Mt. Gongentake 35.94053 138.36574 1 1 
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  Mt. Yatsugatake Fukinotaira 36.13219 138.28054 1 1 
  Mt. Yatsugatake Mt. Takeshimine 36.25991 138.0969 20 2 
  Mt. Yatsugatake Mt. Washigamine 36.14435 138.14595 13 2 
Total         273 36 
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Table 1-3 The effects of three geographic barriers, represented by different resistances, on 
genetic distance (total number of nucleotide substitutions in two nuclear genes: 28s rDNA and 
Wingless, total=1247 bp) in two Leptocarabus species by permutational regression analysis. 
The regression coefficients and the levels of significance are shown (*** P < 0.001, ** P < 
0.01, and * P < 0.05; 1000 permutations). 
Species 
Resistances 
Horizontal Low-altitude River 
Carabus (Leptocarabus) arboreus 0.359   3.906  * 1.959   


























Fig. 1-1 Map showing the study region. Black stars indicate sampling locations. The colors of 
border lines of mountain regions correspond to those in Fig 1-2. The bars between mountain 
regions indicate altitude saddles: blue = greater than 1000 m a.s.l.; purple = 751–1000 m 
a.s.l.; pink = 501–750 m a.s.l.; and red = 250–500 m a.s.l.. Region names are abbreviated as 
follows: N. Alps = the Northern Japanese Alps; C. Alps = the Central Japanese Alps; S. Alps = 
the Southern Japanese Alps; Mt. M = Mt. Myoko; J. H. = Joshin’etsu highland; Mt. Y. = Mt. 














Fig. 1-2 Combined nuclear 28s and Wingless gene (1247 bp) tree (50% majority consensus 
phylogram resulting from Bayesian analysis). The numbers at the end of branches show the 
individual sample names, and colored squares indicate where the samples were collected. The 
reference samples and out-groups are indicated by capital letters: A = C. (L.) arboreus 
gracillinus (Aizuwakamatsu city, Fukusima Pref.); B = C. (L.) arboreus ishikarinus (Chitose 
city, Hokkaido Pref.); C = C. (L.) arboreus nepta (Rokkasho village, Aomori Pref.); D = C. 
(L.) hiurai (Kamegamori, Ehime Pref.); E and F = C. (L.) procerulus (Miyako city, Iwate 
Pref.); and G = C. (D.) opaculus (Urahoro city, Hokkaido Pref.). Numerals on branches are 







Fig. 1-3 The scatter plots of genetic distance (total number of nucleotide substitutions in two 
nuclear genes: 28s rDNA and Wingless total=1247 bp), and low-altitude resistance in two 




































Spatial and temporal heterogeneity in vegetation caused by natural succession (e.g. from 
grassland to forest) and human activities (e.g. deforestation and afforestation) has a strong impact on 
biodiversity, including insect communities (Fahy and Gormally 1998; Magura et al. 2001; Magura et 
al. 2003; Driscoll and Weir 2005; Fuller et al. 2008; Niemelä and Kotze 2009). However, because of 
the time and cost required by large-scale comprehensive biodiversity surveys, indicator species have 
often been used as a practical yet accurate estimator of the impacts of environmental changes on 
biodiversity. In studies of the effects of spatial and temporal environmental variation on insect 
biodiversity, carabid beetles (Coleoptera: Carabidae) are regarded as suitable bioindicators because 
of the variation in their life-history traits (e.g. good dispersers vs. bad dispersers, carnivores vs. 
herbivores, specialists vs. generalists) and their sensitivity to changes in vegetation type and 
microhabitat conditions (Rainio and Niemela 2003; Baker 2006; Maleque et al. 2009; Hopp et al. 
2010; Fountain-Jones et al. 2015).  
Previous studies of carabid beetle community composition have detected significant 
differences across vegetation types (Butterfield et al. 1995; Heliola et al. 2001; Magura et al. 2001; 
Kattan et al. 2006; Karen et al. 2008). For example, grasslands host large numbers of winged and 
smaller-sized species (Driscoll and Weir 2005; Niemelä and Kotze 2009; Shibuya et al. 2014), 
indicating that grasslands might play an important role in maintaining or increasing biodiversity at a 
regional landscape scale. In addition, many studies in Europe have stressed the differences in carabid 
species composition between evergreen coniferous plantations and deciduous broad-leaved natural 
forests (Fahy and Gormally 1998; Magura et al. 2003; Fuller et al. 2008). However, these studies 
have not separated the effect of cover type (i.e. deciduous vs. evergreen and broad-leaved vs. 
coniferous) from that of afforestation (i.e. natural forest vs. plantation). Indeed to differentiate 
between all of these factors, especially within a given climatic zone, is difficult. To date, only three 
studies in China have examined combinations of cover type and afforestation, e.g. deciduous 
coniferous plantation (Yu et al. 2006; Yu et al. 2008; Warren-Thomas et al. 2014) and evergreen 
coniferous natural forest (Yu et al. 2008); it was found that the number of significant indicator 
species was higher in deciduous broad-leaved natural forest than in deciduous coniferous plantation 
(Yu et al. 2006; Yu et al. 2008) and evergreen coniferous natural forest (Yu et al. 2008). Although 
these studies showed that carabid community composition tended to differ between natural and 
artificial forests, the effects of afforestation were also influenced by forest age and study site. Given 
that the majority of studies have been performed in Europe (i.e. evergreen coniferous plantations and 
deciduous broad-leaved natural forests), the exploration of different forest types and combinations of 
cover types and afforestation is warranted to better understand carabid community composition and 
habitat preferences for different vegetation types.  
The study of microhabitat characteristics is important in understanding carabid community 
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composition and habitat preference and might lead to a mechanistic explanation of the relationship 
between community composition and vegetation type. For example, some species might prefer a 
certain vegetation type because of specific environmental factors that are closely associated with that 
vegetation type. Some environmental factors are known to influence the abundance and species 
richness of carabid beetles, including canopy gaps (Antvogel and Bonn 2001; Pinna et al. 2008), 
understory vegetation (Antvogel and Bonn 2001; Magura et al. 2001; Magura 2002; Tyler 2008), 
litter depth or soil O-horizon (Guillemain et al. 1997; Magura et al. 2000; Antvogel and Bonn 2001; 
Magura 2002; Magura et al. 2005), and soil hardness (Cole et al. 2002; Magura 2002; Magura et al. 
2003). Recently, because of advances in statistical analyses for community ecology, canopy 
openness (Antvogel and Bonn 2001; Barton et al. 2009), soil moisture and soil pH (Antvogel and 
Bonn 2001), as well as cover of litter (Antvogel and Bonn 2001; Fountain-Jones et al. 2015) and 
herbs (Antvogel and Bonn 2001) have been shown to affect carabid community composition. 
However, there might be other important unexplored factors affecting carabid communities. For 
example, whilst depth of the soil A-horizon and cover of dwarf bamboo (Ueda et al. 2009) have been 
shown to affect other ground animal communities and some species of carabids (Nojima et al. 2013, 
Ueda et al. 2009), their effects on carabid community composition have been scarcely studied. 
In this study, I examined carabid community composition in response to varying 
vegetation types and seven micro-environmental factors, and characterized those communities in 
each vegetation type by indicator species analyses. The studied vegetation types were representative 
of cool temperate Japan and consisted of grassland, evergreen coniferous natural forest, deciduous 
broad-leaved natural forest, and deciduous coniferous plantation. These vegetation types, particularly 
deciduous coniferous plantations and evergreen coniferous natural forests, provided combinations of 
cover type and afforestation that have been poorly studied in relation to carabid communities. The 
specific aims of the study were to: i) validate the uniqueness of the grassland carabid community in 
an Asian cool temperate region, a seldom-studied system; ii) examine the effect of afforestation 
compared with cover type and environmental factors; and iii) test the prediction that depth of the soil 
A-horizon and cover of dwarf bamboo, which have been scarcely studied in relation to carabid 
communities, have important effects on carabid community composition. 
2-2 Materials and methods
Study sites and sample collection 
Study sites were located in and around Sugadaira Montane Research Center, University of 
Tsukuba (36°31’N, 138°20’E, 1240–1490 m a.s.l.) in central Japan. The climate of the region is cool 
temperate, with mean annual temperature of 6.8 °C; the mean temperature of the warmest month in 
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Figures of Chapter 2 
Fig. 2-1 The landscape of the study area [Modified from GIS data of 1:25,000 scale 
vegetation map (Biodiversity Center of Japan) and Tanouchi and Hayashi (1981)]. The 




Fig. 2-2 Ordination plot non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS) using Horn–Morisita 
index of dissimilarity of the range of community composition of grassland (open circle), 
evergreen coniferous Pinus forest (filled triangle), deciduous broad-leaved forest (open 





Fig. 2-3 Tree diagram of the vegetation types with the associated indicator species values 
(values greater than 10% in parentheses) for the (a) early, and (b) late surveys. The 
significance levels of the species indicator values were shown (*** P < 0.001, ** P < 0.01, 




























Fig. 2-4 Box plots of the proportion of winged species richness (a, b) and abundance (c, d) in 
each vegetation type for the early and late surveys, respectively. Vegetation types with 
different letters have significantly different means, according to the model selection using 
generalized linear models (GLMs). The boxes indicate the lower quartile, median, and upper 
quartile. The whisker lines extend from lower quartile − 1.5  interquartile range (IQR) to 
upper quartile + 1.5  IQR. Dots represent data points beyond the ends of the whiskers. G: 
grassland, P: evergreen coniferous Pinus forest, B: deciduous broad-leaved forest, and L: 





















Fig. 2-5 Box plots of individual body weights in each vegetation type in the (a) early, and (b) 
late surveys. Vegetation types with different letters have significantly different means, 
according to the model selection using generalized linear models (GLMs). The boxes indicate 
the lower quartile, median, and upper quartile. The whisker lines extend from lower quartile − 
1.5  interquartile range (IQR) to upper quartile + 1.5  IQR. Dots represent data points 
beyond the ends of the whiskers. G: grassland, P: evergreen coniferous Pinus forest, B: 

















Figure 2-6. Box plots of seven environmental factors in each vegetation type. Vegetation 
types with different letters have significantly different means, according to the model 
selection using generalized linear models (GLMs). The boxes indicate the lower quartile, 
median, and upper quartile. The whisker lines extend from lower quartile − 1.5  interquartile 
range (IQR) to upper quartile + 1.5  IQR. Dots represent data points beyond the ends of the 
whiskers. G: grassland, P: evergreen coniferous Pinus forest, B: deciduous broad-leaved 




















Vegetation affects the diversity of ground-dwelling animals 




















 Vegetation type is a good indicator of human influence (Mckinney and Michael 
2002; Ishitani et al. 2003; Chace and Walsh 2006) and is one of the important factors that 
determine the diversity of animals (Herkert 2012; Pryke and Samways 2011; Schuldt and 
Scherer-Lorenzen 2014) and as such can provide insights on how human activity affects 
animal diversity. The ground dwelling taxa of the Arthropoda phylum (arthropods), which 
have low dispersal abilities, may be particularly affected by environmental changes. Moreover, 
the Arthropoda has the highest number of species of all phyla (Wilson 1988; Zhang 2011), the 
number of individuals are abundant, and the body size is small, so they are easily collected 
and quantified. For these reasons, the arthropods have been used as indicator animals for 
environmental changes (e.g. afforestation and forest management). Previous studies on 
landscape ecology using arthropods have focused on particular orders, e.g. Acari, Collembola, 
Isopoda, and Araneae (Hassall et al. 2006; Ribeiro-Troian et al. 2009; Cakir and Makineci 
2013; Schuldt and Scherer-Lorenzen 2014), or families, e.g. Formicidae, Carabidae, 
Cerambycidae, and Staphylinidae (Kotze and Samways 2001; Ohsawa 2004; Maleque et al. 
2009; Vásquez-Vélez et al. 2010) and have evaluated their objectives using particular 
characters of each taxon. In contrast, studies including all arthropod groups are rare [but see 
Kattan et al. (2006); Pryke and Samways (2011)]. Taxonomic diversity, which takes the 
diversity of higher taxonomic levels into consideration, rather than just species richness, has 
huge potential as a complementary measure of environmental impact assessment (Warwick 
and Clarke 1998). Taxonomic diversity has been used to compare the diversity of vascular 
plants between native forests and secondary forests (Moreno et al. 2009), to detect the effect 
of disturbance on aquatic ecosystems (Salas et al. 2006; Marchant 2007), and to investigate 
dragonfly communities (Campbell and Novelo-Gutiérrez 2007). Therefore, investigating the 
diversity and distribution of all arthropods in the environment is very important for 
understanding a large component of local biodiversity. 
There are many studies comparing the diversity of ground-dwelling arthropods 
among vegetation types to evaluate the effect of anthropogenic disturbances. For example, 
grasslands had higher species richness or diversity of the family Carabidae than forest 
vegetation types (evergreen coniferous plantations or deciduous broad-leaved natural forests: 
Butterfield et al. 1995; Heliola et al. 2001; Magura et al. 2001; Karen et al. 2008), but the 
diversity of the family Formicidae was higher in forests than grasslands (Kotze and Samways 
2001). Thus, the biodiversity detected in grasslands and forests can depend on the taxonomic 
group studied. Despite this, there are no studies investigating wide taxonomic groups of 
arthropods and comparing grasslands and forests in the temperate zone of Asia. In addition, 
many studies have compared differences in arthropod diversity between evergreen coniferous 
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plantations and deciduous broad-leaved natural forests but have not separated the effect of 
cover types (i.e. deciduous vs. evergreen and broad-leaved vs. coniferous) from that of 
afforestation (i.e. natural forest vs. plantation). Those studies found that the diversities of the 
orders Acari, Collembola, and Araneae, and the families Carabidae and Cerambycidae were 
higher in deciduous broad-leaved natural forests (Maeto et al. 2002; Fuller et al. 2008; Cakir 
and Makineci 2013; Schuldt and Scherer-Lorenzen 2014).In addition, some studies of the 
Carabidae or Chrysomelidae showed that species richness was higher in deciduous coniferous 
plantations compared to deciduous broad-leaved natural forests (Ohsawa and Nagaike 2006; 
Yu et al. 2008), while the majority of other studies investigating the Carabidae, Curculionidae, 
and Staphylinidae families have suggested that species richness is higher in deciduous 
broad-leaved natural forests compared to deciduous coniferous plantations (Ohsawa 2005; Yu 
et al. 2006; Luo et al. 2013). Thus, it is clear that the examination of wider taxonomic groups 
is required to determine which types of vegetation host a more diverse array of arthropods. 
The total diversity in a landscape (gamma) is determined by local or habitat scale 
diversity (alpha) and the differences in diversity among habitats (beta). Alpha diversity at a 
particular spatial scale is only a part of the total diversity (Whittaker 1977; Gering et al. 2003), 
and partitioning diversity into several spatial scales provides useful insights regarding the 
structure and heterogeneity of biological communities (Weiher and Howe 2003). For example, 
a region with high habitat heterogeneity could have a higher within-region beta diversity and 
higher broad-scale alpha diversity than another region that has a higher narrow-scale alpha 
diversity. Several studies have examined such spatial heterogeneity by calculating beta 
diversities (Davis et al. 2001; Magura et al. 2003; Clough et al. 2007), or by spatial 
accumulation curves in taxonomic richness, or rarefaction curves (Barton et al. 2010; 
Grimbacher et al. 2007; Fagundes et al. 2011). Microhabitat factors are also important in 
understanding arthropod abundance and diversity and may lead to a mechanistic explanation 
of the relationship between diversity and vegetation type. Some environmental factors, 
including canopy gaps (Yi and Moldenke 2005; Maleque et al. 2007; Yi and Moldenke 2008; 
Taki et al. 2010), understory vegetation (Ribeiro-Troian et al. 2009 ; Eisenhauer et al. 2011), 
and litter depth or soil O-horizon (Ober and DeGroote 2011, 2014), are known to influence 
the abundance and diversity of some orders and families of arthropods. However, there could 
be other important unexplored factors affecting arthropod diversity. For example, whilst depth 
of the soil A-horizon and cover of dwarf bamboo (Ueda et al. 2009) have been shown to affect 
some components of ground animal diversity, including some species of carabids (Nojima et 
al. 2013, Ueda et al. 2009), their effects on the total diversity of arthropods have been scarcely 
studied. 
In addition to assessing diversity at these spatial scales, diversity can also be 
assessed at different temporal scales. Yet, temporal (seasonal) scale heterogeneity has been 
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scarcely examined. Usually researchers collect samples in various seasons, and may find 
variable activity and abundance of arthropod species (Rainio and Niemela 2003). Such 
seasonal heterogeneity can be an important element of biodiversity and may be particularly 
important in understanding regional biodiversity if different vegetation types have different 
levels of temporal heterogeneity. 
In this chapter, the diversity of ground-dwelling arthropods in four vegetation types: 
grassland, evergreen coniferous natural forest, deciduous broad-leaved natural forest and 
deciduous coniferous plantation, was investigated. The effect of several environmental factors 
in these vegetation types was also examined, in order to understand the mechanisms by which 
vegetation types affect animal diversity. Sample data was collected by the same set of pitfall 
traps as utilized in Chapter 2, but was sorted and identified using wider taxonomic groups 
(orders of the kingdom Animalia, families of the order Coleoptera, and the species of the 
family Carabidae). The following questions were addressed: 1) which vegetation type harbors 
a high diversity of arthropods at (i) high taxonomic level, and ii) various spatial- and 
temporal-scales, and 2) does the depth of the soil A-horizon and cover of dwarf bamboo, 





Study sites and sample collection 
 
 This chapter used samples collected by some of the traps used in Chapter 2. To 
equalize the number of sites and traps for each vegetation type for each season, site No. 13 
was excluded from deciduous broad-leaved natural forests, and in the other sites data from 
traps set during both early and late surveys was used. The exclusion of site No. 13 also made 
sites of deciduous broad-leaved natural forest more uniform, as site No. 13 was dominated by 
Fagus crenata while the other sites were dominated by Quercus crispula. This sampling 
design resulted in a total of 3 sites, 15 plots, and 150 traps for each survey in four time 
periods: June, July, September, and October, and four vegetation types: grassland, evergreen 
coniferous natural forest, deciduous broad-leaved natural forest, and deciduous coniferous 
plantation. All animals larger than 1 mm, including larvae, were identified to order-level 
following Aoki (1999), and all adults of the order Coleoptera were identified to family-level 
following Kurosawa et al. (1985), Ueno et al. (1985) and Hayashi et al. (1984). The species 
identifications for the family Carabidae made in Chapter 2 were utilised here. The data of 
seven environmental factors measured in Chapter 2: canopy openness (hereafter, canopy gaps), 
soil hardness, soil porosity, soil water content, depth of the soil A-horizon, coverage of dwarf 
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 To examine the effect of vegetation types on taxonomic diversities at (i) small- and 
(ii) large-spatial scales for each taxonomic level, generalized linear models (GLMs) were 
analysed in R ver. 2.10.1 (R Core Team 2012). The dependent variables were number of: 
orders (of all animals), families (of Coleoptera) or species (of Carabidae), summed for each 
plot for (i), and each vegetation type for (ii). Each dependent variable was fitted to a linear 
predictor: 
μ ~ β0 + β1V, 
where μ was each dependent variable, β0 was an intercept, β1 was an estimator of the 
coefficient of V, and V was the categorical variable for groups of vegetation types (described 
below). The link function of the linear predictor μ was log μ for analyses (i) and (ii). The error 
distribution of μ was Poisson. To examine the specific effects of each vegetation type, all 15 
possible cases were reconstructed, with the four vegetation types being divided into one, two, 
three, or four group(s), i.e. (G, B, L, P), (G, B) (L, P), (G) (B) (L, P), and (G) (B) (L) (P), 
respectively (G: grassland, P: evergreen coniferous Pinus forest, B: deciduous broad-leaved 
forest, and L: deciduous coniferous Larix plantation). The model where the four vegetation 
types were treated as one group was designated as the null model. The fitness of all 
constructed models was evaluated based on Akaike’s information criterion (AIC: Akaike 
(1973)) and the model with the lowest AIC was selected as the best. 
 The presence of each taxon per survey, calculated for every plot, was assessed by a 
sample-based accumulation curve (e.g. Hurlbert 1971; Heck et al. 1975; Novotny and Basset 
2000) of each taxonomic level (i.e. order-level of the kingdom Animalia, family-level of the 
order Coleoptera, and species-level of the family Carabidae) for every vegetation type (1,000 
randomizations in R). Accumulation curves were then used to standardize sampling effort by 
randomly selecting from the sampling set (e.g. traps and plots). Four kinds of sample-based 
accumulation curves were calculated: spatial, temporal, spatial and temporal, and spatial and 
temporal accumulation curves of three mixed vegetation types. For the spatial accumulation 
curves, taxonomic richness per plot throughout the four surveys for each vegetation type was 
counted (total of 15 plots per vegetation type). Then, 15 plots from each vegetation type were 
selected with replacement, and taxonomic richness (number of taxa) was derived for every 
taxonomic level. For the temporal accumulation curve, taxonomic richness was counted per 
season for each vegetation type (total of four seasons per vegetation type). The taxonomic 
richness of the seasonal data was derived without replacement for each vegetation type. For 
the spatial and temporal accumulation curve, taxonomic richness was counted per plot, per 
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season for each vegetation type (total of 60 plots per vegetation type). Then, 60 plots from 
each vegetation type were selected with replacement and used to derive taxonomic richness 
(number of taxa) for every taxonomic level. In addition, the spatial and temporal 
accumulation curves of three mixed vegetation types was calculated to reveal the effect of the 
loss of a certain vegetation type to the local taxonomic diversity of arthropods; all four 
possible cases were reconstructed. Taxonomic richness was counted per plot, per season for 
each vegetation type (total of 60 plots per vegetation type). Then, 180 plots from the three 
vegetation types were selected with replacement and used to derive taxonomic richness 
(number of taxa) for every taxonomic level (total 180 plots per accumulation curve). 
The effects of environmental factors on mean taxon richness and the abundance 
(number of individuals) of each taxonomic level (per trap per survey calculated for every plot) 
were assessed by generalised linear models (GLMs) using the glm.nb function of the MASS 
library in R (Ripley et al. 2013). Each dependent variable was fitted to a linear predictor: 
μ ~ β0 + β1E1 + … + β7E7 + offset (O) 
where μ was each dependent variable; β0 was an intercept; β1-7 was an estimator of the 
coefficient of E1-7; E1-7 were seven environmental factors. These environmental factors were 
standardized to be able to compare the relative importance of each environmental factor. O 
was the log (number of traps in the plot). The link function of the linear predictor μ was log μ. 
The error distribution of μ was Poisson for taxon richness, and negative binomial for 
abundance. The fitness of the constructed models was evaluated based on Akaike’s 






 A total of 3405 ground-dwelling animals were caught in the 1539 trapping days, 
representing 28 orders of Animalia, 770 individuals of 18 families of Coleoptera, and 448 
individuals of 32 species of Carabidae.  
 Results of the GLMs assessing the relationship between vegetation type and 
taxonomic diversity are summarised in Table 3-1. At the small spatial scale the model 
(B+P)(G+L) best explained the variation in order-level taxonomic diversity (∆AIC (best-second 
model) = 1.7 and ∆AIC (best-null model) = 6.6; R
2
best = 0.08; Table 3-1). In this model order richness 
was lower in evergreen coniferous forest and deciduous broad-leaved forest (B+P) compared 
to the other vegetation types (G+L) (Fig 3-1). When considering family and species-level 
richness at the small spatial scale the best model was (G+B+P)(L) (∆AIC (best-second model) = 1.5 
and ∆AIC (best-null model) = 2.5, R
2
best = 0.04, for family-level; and ∆AIC (best-second model) = 0.9 and 
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∆AIC (best-null model) = 21.2, R
2
best = 0.12 for species-level; Table 3-1). In these models the 
taxonomic diversity was higher in the deciduous coniferous plantation (L) compared to the 
other vegetation types (G+B+P) (Fig 3-1). At the large spatial scale the (G+B+P)(L) model 
best explained the variation in order-level taxonomic diversity (∆AIC (best-second model) = 0.2 and 
∆AIC (best-null model) = 1.6; R
2
best = 0.45; Table 3-1), with diversity being highest in deciduous 
coniferous plantation (L) (Fig.3-1). At the family-level of diversity, the (G+B)(P+L) model 
was the best (∆AIC (best-second model) = 1.1 and ∆AIC (best-null model) = 4.0; R
2
best = 0.06; Table 3-1), 
with grassland and deciduous broad-leaved forest (G+B) having a higher diversity than the 
coniferous forests (P+L) (Fig.3-1). At the species-level of diversity, the (B+L)(G+P) model 
was the best (∆AIC (best-second model) = 1.9 and ∆AIC (best-null model) = 10.6; R
2
best = 0.30; Table 3-1), 
with diversity being higher in deciduous broad-leaved forest and deciduous coniferous 
plantation (B+L) than the rest of vegetation types (G+P)(Fig.3-1).  
Taxonomic richness at the order-, family- and species-levels were calculated using 
four kinds of sample-based accumulation curves; (i) spatial accumulation curves (Fig. 3-2), 
(ii) temporal accumulation curves (Fig. 3-3), (iii) spatial and temporal accumulation curves 
(Fig. 3-4), (iv) spatial and temporal accumulation curves of three mixed vegetation types (Fig. 
3-5). Spatial accumulation curves of the order-level richness tended to be highest in deciduous 
coniferous plantations at both small and large spatial scales. Richness of families in the order 
Coleoptera tended to be highest in grasslands at small spatial scales, and in broad-leaved 
forests at large spatial scales. Species richness tended to be highest in deciduous coniferous 
plantations at small spatial scales, and lowest in evergreen coniferous forest at large spatial 
scales. The temporal accumulation curves of order and family richness tended to increase 
greatly in deciduous broad-leaved forests (Fig. 3-3). Whereas species richness tended to 
increase in both grassland and deciduous broad-leaved forest. The spatial and temporal 
accumulation curves of all three levels of taxonomic richness tended to be highest in 
deciduous coniferous plantations at the small scale (Fig. 3-4). Whereas at the larger scale, 
while order richness was also highest in deciduous coniferous plantations, the family- and 
species-level richness’s were highest in deciduous broad-leaved forest. The spatial and 
temporal accumulation curves of three mixed vegetation types indicated that order richness 
was lowest in deciduous broad-leaved forests, and both family- and species-level richness’s 
were lowest in grasslands (Fig. 3-5). 
Three environmental factors related to soil conditions affected both taxonomic 
richness and abundance at different taxonomic levels (Table 3-2, 3-3). The soil hardness had a 
negative effect on taxonomic richness and abundance of all taxonomic levels (Table 3-2, 3-3). 
The depth of soil A horizon negatively affected the abundance of all taxonomic levels and 
species richness of the family Carabidae (Table 3-2, 3-3). Soil water content tended to have a 








Spatial and temporal heterogeneity in ground-dwelling arthropod diversity 
 
 This study found varying associations between vegetation types and diversities 
depending on the spatial and temporal scale examined. The spatial accumulation curves of 
taxonomic richness showed higher species-level richness in deciduous coniferous plantation 
than the other three vegetation types when spatial-scale was small (Fig. 3-1 and 3-2). 
However, because species richness of deciduous coniferous plantation was saturated early 
with increasing number of plots, species richness became higher in deciduous broad-leaved 
forest at the larger spatial scale. Family-level richness was highest in grasslands at the small 
spatial scale, whilst it was highest in broad-leaved forests at the large spatial scale. 
Order-level richness was highest in deciduous coniferous plantations at the large spatial scale, 
however the difference with deciduous broad-leaved forests become small with increasing 
number of plots. The high beta diversity in the broad-leaved forest might be a result of spatial 
heterogeneity in plant species composition, which possibly leads to heterogeneity in 
environmental factors as well as bait composition (discussed in the next section).  
The temporal (seasonal) heterogeneities in species richness tended to be highest in 
grasslands (Fig. 3-3), indicating that the community composition of carabid species changes 
throughout the seasons, especially in grasslands. This result is also consistent with the 
findings in Chapter 2, where grasslands had the most number of specialists, but no specialist 
species were shared between the early and late surveys. Seasonal heterogeneity in grasslands 
is likely due to differences in the timing of reproduction. In this study, we used pitfall traps to 
collect samples, and the number of individuals sampled depends on their activity, which 
usually increases in the breeding season (Sota 1985). Grasslands have many herbivorous 
species (Fig. 2-4), which tend to reproduce in spring, whilst predator species, which inhabit 
both grasslands and forests, tend to reproduce in autumn (Amazaki et al. 2003). This finding 
highlights the importance of seasonal heterogeneity in understanding regional biodiversity, 
although previous studies have only compared taxonomic richness among seasons (Vries et al. 
1999; Hawes et al. 2002; Antunes et al. 2008; Donoso et al. 2013). 
 
The diversity of ground-dwelling arthropods in each vegetation type  
 
 The contribution of evergreen coniferous forests and deciduous coniferous 
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plantations to local carabid diversity were lower than grasslands and deciduous broad-leaved 
forests (Fig. 3-4). Lower levels of carabid beetle species richness in evergreen coniferous 
plantation compared to deciduous broad-leaved natural forest is a well-known pattern (e.g. 
Fahy & Gormally, 1998; Fuller et al. 2008; Magura et al. 2003). However, only a limited 
number of studies have compared carabid beetle species richness between deciduous 
broad-leaved natural forests and deciduous coniferous plantations, in one case showing that it 
was higher in the natural forest than the plantation (Yu et al. 2006), and in another that there 
was no difference between the two forest types (Yu et al. 2008). The results of this study are 
in accordance with Yu et al. (2006). The low contributions of the two types of coniferous 
forest to species diversities in this study can be attributed to the effect of coniferous 
monoculture and the characteristics of the environmental factors found there (described 
below). Lower levels of species richness in plantations compared to natural forests have often 
been found in Europe (Fahy and Gormally 1998; Fuller et al. 2008; Magura et al. 2003), but 
may be attributed to the mixed effect of afforestation and cover type. 
 GLMs and accumulation curves showed that order- and family-level richness were 
lowest in evergreen coniferous natural forest. Previous studies reported that the species 
richness of the orders Acarina, Collembola, Araneae, and Coleoptera, as well as the 
Staphylinidae family, is higher in deciduous broad-leaved natural forests than evergreen 
coniferous plantations (Cakir and Makineci 2013; Schuldt and Assmann 2011; Vásquez-Vélez 
et al. 2010; Wiezik et al. 2007); and the species richness of arthropods is higher in grasslands 
than evergreen coniferous plantations (Pryke and Samways 2011). Similar to the species-level 
diversity of the family Carabidae, the low taxonomic richness of the family- and order-levels 
in evergreen coniferous natural forests could be due to cover type (i.e. evergreen and conifer) 
or other environmental factors. The contributions of grasslands to local order-level diversity 
was also low, due to the low abundance of Gastropoda, most species of which require a high 
volume of litter and fallen tree trunks to live. The comparison of family richness between 
deciduous broad-leaved forests and deciduous coniferous plantations indicated that both the 
accumulated and total taxonomic richness were higher in deciduous broad-leaved natural 
forests. These findings are supported by the report that species richness of the order 
Coleoptera (Wiezik et al. 2007) and the families Curculionidae and Staphylinidae (Ohsawa 
2005; Luo et al. 2013) were higher in deciduous broad-leaved natural forests than deciduous 
coniferous plantations. The low diversities in the two types of coniferous forests might be 
caused by the effect of monoculture. The enemies hypothesis states that a higher species 
richness of plants maintains a higher diversity of predators (Root 1973). Indeed, herbivorous 
arthropods tend to eat specific species of plants, thus a low-level of plant species diversity, 
such as in coniferous monocultures, would not be able to host a high diversity of arthropods. 
Moreover, the heterogeneity in plant species composition, which leads to heterogeneity in 
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environmental factors as well as bait composition. For example, leaf litter nutrient quantities 
differ among species of broad-leaved trees (Emmer et al. 1998), and soil nutrients and pH 
differ between pioneer and other types of trees (Saure et al. 2013). 
 
The effects of environmental factors on ground-dwelling animal diversities 
 
 Three environmental factors were found to affect taxonomic richness and/or the 
abundance of all taxonomic levels. The soil hardness had a negative effect on taxonomic 
richness and the depth of soil A horizon also had a negative effect on the abundance of 
soil-dwelling animals. The negative effects of soil hardness on carabid beetle species richness 
and abundance have been previously reported (Cole et al. 2002; Magura 2002; Magura et al. 
2003). Under the hard soil surface, soil-dwelling animals might not be able to use sufficient 
nutritional and spatial resources and the abundance of predators also decreases. In this study, 
the soil hardness was lowest in deciduous coniferous plantations (Fig. 2-6), and may have 
increased the species richness of carabid beetles at small spatial scales. Nojima et al. (2013) 
observed that the diversity of ground dwelling animals (the Arachnid and Centipede classes, 
and the Coleoptera and Isopod orders) was higher in plots where the soil A-horizon was 
shallower. In this study, the deepest soil A horizon was in evergreen coniferous natural forests 
(Fig. 2-6), and this may have contributed to the decreased taxonomic richness and abundance 
of soil-dwelling animals observed in this vegetation type. Although the coverage of dwarf 
bamboo did not have any effect on the taxonomic richness and abundance of arthropods, Ueda 
et al. (2009) reported that the abundance of two carabid beetle species (which were also 
captured in this study) were negatively affected by the abundance of dwarf bamboo. Indeed, 
data from this study also suggests that the coverage of dwarf bamboo tended to alter the 
community composition of carabid beetle species (Table 2-4), although further studies are 
required.   
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Tables of Chapter 3 
Table 3-1 Akaike’s information criterion (AIC) values of compared generalized linear models (GLMs) for the effects of vegetation type on order richness of 
the kingdom Animalia, family richness of the order Coleoptera, species richness of the family Carabidae summed for each plot for small scale, and each 
vegetation type for large scale in each vegetation type. AICs of the selected models, on which Figs. 3-1 is based, are in bold. Parentheses of models indicate 
vegetation group(s) whose effects were differently estimated from other vegetation group(s). G: grassland, P: evergreen coniferous Pinus forest, B: 
deciduous broad-leaved forest, and L: deciduous coniferous Larix plantation. 
Model 
Order richness Family richness Species richness 
Small scale Large scale Small scale Large scale Small scale Large scale 
(G+B+P+L) 652.3  252.6  434.9  235.4  435.2  229.8  
(B+P+L)(G) 650.5  254.5  436.6  236.1  429.9  228.3  
(G+B+L)(P) 649.8  252.3  436.8  232.7  434.9  226.6  
(B)(G+P+L) 652.5  254.2  435.0  234.8  436.2  228.7  
(G+B+P)(L) 652.4  251.0  432.4  236.9  414.0  227.0  
(B+L)(G+P) 654.3  253.4  436.4  236.8  424.5  219.4  
(G+B)(P+L) 654.0  254.4  434.1  231.4  427.2  231.8  
(B+P)(G+L) 645.7  251.2  435.0  237.3  432.5  231.7  
(B)(G+P)(L) 653.6  253.0  433.9  236.8  415.3  221.3  
(G+B)(L)(P) 651.3  252.2  434.1  232.5  416.0  226.2  
(B)(G+L)(P) 647.4  252.9  436.5  233.7  434.4  227.4  
(B+L)(G)(P) 650.1  254.3  438.4  234.4  426.0  221.3  
(B)(G)(P+L) 652.0  256.2  435.8  233.3  428.0  228.9  
(B+P)(G)(L) 647.6  252.2  434.4  238.0  414.9  227.6  
(B)(G)(L)(P) 649.3  253.9  435.9  234.4  416.8  223.2  
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Table 3-2 Akaike’s information criterion (AIC) values of compared generalized linear models (GLMs) for the effects of seven environmental factors on 
order richness of the kingdom Animalia, family richness of the order Coleoptera, species richness of the family Carabidae, and abundance of each 
taxonomic level, assuming negative binomial and Poisson distribution for abundance and taxonomic richness, respectively. AIC values of the selected 
models are from Table 3-1. DF is residual degree of freedom. + indicates the variable is included in the model. 















Litter depth DF AIC 
Order 
richness 
Best model 1.55      +   2 479.5  
Second model 1.55      + +  3 479.8  
Null model 1.55         1 484.0  
Abundance 
Best model 2.64      + +  4 831.8  
Second model 2.64  +    + +  5 832.3  
Null model 2.67         2 842.1  
Family 
richness 
Best model 0.21      +   2 318.9  
Second model 0.20   +   +   3 319.7  
Null model 0.22         1 321.4  
Abundance 
Best model 1.15     + + +  5 556.7  
Second model 1.16  +   + +   5 557.8  
Null model 1.28         2 572.4  
Species 
richness 
Best model -0.11     + + +  4 310.3  
Second model -0.10     + +   3 311.0  






Best model 0.62     + +   4 446.8  
Second model 0.60     + + +  5 447.4  
Null model 0.82         2 462.5  
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Table 3-3 Effects of seven environmental factors on order richness of the kingdom Animalia, family richness of the order Coleoptera, species richness of 
the family Carabidae, and abundance of each taxonomic level. R
2
 values analyzed by generalized linear models (GLMs) assuming Poisson and negative 










Estimated effects of selected variables in the best model based on Akaike’s information criterion (AIC; Table 3-2) and the significance level of each variable 
by the Wald test (***P < 0.001, **P < 0.01, *P < 0.05) are shown. Residual degree of freedoms of each model was 167.





















-   -   -   -   -0.11  * -   -   0.07  




-   -   -   -   -0.14    -   -   0.05  




-   -   -   -   -0.32  *** -0.43  *** -   0.13  
Abundance -   -   -   -0.30    -0.34  * -0.44  ** -   0.15  
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Fig. 3-1 Box plots of the taxonomic richness of: orders (of all animals), families (of 
Coleoptera) or species (of Carabidae), summed for each plot for small scale, and each 
vegetation type for large scale in each vegetation type. Vegetation types with different letters 
have significantly different means, according to the model selection using generalized linear 
models (GLMs). The boxes indicate the lower quartile, median, and upper quartile. The 
whisker lines extend from lower quartile − 1.5  interquartile range (IQR) to upper quartile + 
1.5  IQR. Dots represent data points beyond the ends of the whiskers. G: grassland, P: 
evergreen coniferous Pinus forest, B: deciduous broad-leaved forest, and L: deciduous 
coniferous Larix plantation. 
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Fig. 3-2 Spatial accumulation curves of ground-dwelling animals; order-level of Animalia, 
family-level of the order Coleoptera, and species-level of the family Carabidae, resampled 
from 15 plots of each vegetation type using the mean number of shared taxa in four surveys. 
Vertical lines mean 95% confidence intervals. Green lines: grassland, red lines: evergreen 
coniferous Pinus forest, purple lines: deciduous broad-leaved forest, yellow lines: deciduous 





Fig. 3-3 Temporal (seasonal) accumulation curves of ground-dwelling animals; order-level of 
Animalia, family-level of the order Coleoptera, and species-level of the family Carabidae, 
resampled at four surveys from each vegetation type using the mean number of shared taxa in 
15 plots. Vertical lines mean 95% confidence intervals. Green lines: grassland, red lines: 
evergreen coniferous Pinus forest, purple lines: deciduous broad-leaved forest, yellow lines: 




Fig. 3-4 Spatial and temporal accumulation curves of ground-dwelling animals; order-level of 
Animalia, family-level of the order Coleoptera, and species-level of the family Carabidae, 
resampled at 60 plots from each vegetation type using the mean number of shared taxa in each 
survey. Vertical lines mean 95% confidence intervals. Green lines: grassland, red lines: 
evergreen coniferous Pinus forest, purple lines: deciduous broad-leaved forest, yellow lines: 











Fig. 3-5 Spatial and temporal accumulation curves (three mixed vegetation types) of 
ground-dwelling animals; order-level of Animalia, family-level of order Coleoptera, and 
species-level family Carabidae, resampled at 180 plots from three vegetation types using the 
mean number of shared taxa in each survey. Vertical lines mean 95% confidence intervals. 
Green lines: grassland, red lines: evergreen coniferous Pinus forest, purple lines: deciduous 












Chapter 4:  
The effect of landslides on the diversity and community composition of 




















 The role of natural disturbances in creating and maintaining biodiversity has been a central 
issue in ecology (e.g. Connell 1978; Townsend et al. 1997; Mayor et al. 2012). This chapter focused 
on the effect of one type of natural disturbance, landslides,, on the diversity and community 
composition of arthropods. Landslides increase regional biodiversity by providing heterogeneity in 
vegetation types, soil quality and landscapes such as cliffs and marshes (Geertsema and Pojar 2007; 
Walker and Shiels 2013). Japan has a high occurrence of landslides due to active crustal movement 
and high precipitation (Hong et al. 2007). In addition, landslides are known habitats for subterranean 
arthropods (e.g. Culver and Pipan 2008), a faunal group often used as bioindicators in diversity 
surveys and monitoring programs. Subterranean fauna was first discovered in caves in the late 18th 
century (Laurenti 1768), and since then have also been collected in between soil B and C layers, 
called Mesovoid Shallow Substratum (MSS) (Juberthie et al. 1980; Gers and Dupuis 1988). Recently, 
many new species of subterranean arthropods, often with degenerated eyes or body pigment, have 
been discovered in shallow subterranean habitats (SSH) of landslide areas (Culver and Pipan 2008; 
Ito 2010; Barranco et al. 2013; Sugaya and Yamasako 2014; Olmi et al. 2014).  
 So far, no studies have quantitatively examined the effect of landslides on the abundance, 
diversity, and community composition of arthropods, due to two methodological shortcomings. 
Firstly, limited replications have not enabled sufficient statistical analyses. For example, Rendoš et al. 
(2012) and Nitzu et al. (2014) investigated only one or two sites, and one hole per site. Secondly, 
these previous studies did not compare the diversities and communities of arthropods between 
landslide areas and undisturbed control areas. Although Rendoš et al. (2012) and Nitzu et al. (2014) 
suggested that soil depth, season, and altitude affect arthropod communities in landslide areas, those 
effects were not separated from the effect of treatment (i.e. landslide area vs. undisturbed area) or 
environmental factors (i.e. ground surface vs. underground). The lack of comprehensive studies of 
the animal communities associated with landslides is in contrast to plant studies; plant community 
compositions are reported to be different between landslide and undisturbed areas, probably due to 
soil moisture (Nakamura 1984; Huck et al. 2013). 
Differences in some environmental factors between landslides and undisturbed areas could 
possibly affect arthropod communities. For example, in the SSH of landslide areas, the abundant 
rocks will increase habitat space for arthropods. In addition, annual fluctuations in temperature and 
humidity in subterranean landslide areas are less extreme than at the surface (Pipan et al. 2010; Nitzu 
et al. 2014), perhaps making these habitats suitable for soil fauna with limited dispersal ability. Thus, 
these environmental factors might help to maintain high taxonomic richness and abundance of 
arthropods. Finally, it is predicted that arthropod communities contain more endemic taxa in 
landslide areas than in undisturbed areas, due to the low dispersal ability of subterranean fauna and 
specialization on the landslide environment. 
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This chapter studied arthropod communities in landslide and undisturbed areas of 
mountain regions in order to address three questions: i) whether the abundance (number of 
individuals) and diversity of arthropods are higher in landslide areas than undisturbed areas, ii) 
whether landslide areas have characteristic community compositions, including endemic taxa, and 
iii) which taxonomic groups are indicators for landslide and underground habitats. 
 
 
4-2 Material and Methods 
 
Study sites and sample collection 
 
 Samples were collected in four mountain regions in central Japan’s cool-temperate zone: 
Joshin’etsu highland, Mt. Yatsugatake, the South Japanese Alps and Mt. Chichibu (Fig. 4-1). Two or 
three landslide areas were chosen in each region (total 11 landslides, Table 4-1). At each landslide 
six holes were dug within the landslide (> 2 m between holes) and three holes in undisturbed areas 
near each landslide (< 30 m from each landslide) as control. In each hole, traps were set at each of 0, 
25 and 50 cm depth from the ground surface (total 258 traps). The traps used were those devised by 
Nishikawa et al. (2012) and also used in Hayashi, Ogai, and Nagasawa (2015). The traps consisted 
of a bait container and an inner cup (Fig. 4-2). The bait container contained 30 g of minced dry 
silkworm chrysalis with 30 ml of 5% potassium sorbate as preservative. The trap lid had a 20 mm 
wide entrance. The inner cup contained 50 ml of 50% propylene glycol as a preserving agent for 
collected insects. Traps were set during August and September in 2014 and collected 36 – 70 days 
later. All arthropods larger than 1 mm in body length were identified to order following Aoki (2015). 
All arthropods in the orders Hymenoptera, Grylloblattodea, Diplura, Araneae, Chilopoda, Diplopoda, 
Pseudoscorpionida, and Coleoptera were identified to families and a part of them to species level. 
These identifications were conducted by Mr. Y. Chikami, Dr. T. Mita, Dr. M. Yamane, Mr. T. Suguro, 
Dr. T. Uchifune, Mr. H. Ohira, Dr. K. Sekiya, Mr. N. Ito, Dr. M. Ohara, Mr. Y. Sawada, Dr. Y. 




 To examine the effect of landslides, the abundance (number of individuals) of all collected 
arthropods, and taxon richness of each taxonomic level (order-level of all arthropods and family- and 
species-levels for the orders Hymenoptera, Grylloblattodea, Diplura, Araneae, Chilopoda, Diplopoda, 
Pseudoscorpionida, and Coleoptera) per trap were assessed by negative binomial regression in 
generalized linear models (GLMs) and Poisson regression in generalized linear mixed models 
(GLMMs), respectively. Each dependent variable was fitted to a linear predictor: 
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μ ~ β0 + β1T + β2D +β3T:D + R 
where μ was each dependent variable; β0 was an intercept; β1-3 were an estimator of the coefficients 
of T; T was categorical factor, which was either landslide or undisturbed area; D was depth of each 
trap; T:D was the interaction of T–D; and R was a random effect of studied regions, which was either 
Joshin’etsu highland, Mt. Yatsugatake, the South Japanese Alps, or Mt. Chichibu (only used for 
taxon richness analyses). The link function of the linear predictor μ was log μ. The error distributions 
of μ were negative binomial and Poisson, for the abundance and taxon richness analyses respectively. 
The glm.nb function of the MASS library (Ripley et al. 2013) and glmer function of the lme4 library 
(Bates 2008) in R ver. 2.15.1 (R Core Team 2012) were used for abundance and taxon richness 
analyses, respectively. The fitness of all the constructed models was evaluated based on Akaike’s 
information criterion (AIC) and the model with the lowest AIC was selected as the best. 
To assess arthropod community composition, a data set of the mean abundance of each 
taxon per depth, per trap, per treatment (landslide or undisturbed area) calculated for every site was 
used. The effects of treatment (landslide or undisturbed area), as well as depths of traps, regions and 
their interactions, on the calculated order-level community composition of all arthropods and family- 
and species-level community compositions of the orders Hymenoptera, Grylloblattodea, Diplura, 
Araneae, Chilopoda, Diplopoda, Pseudoscorpionida, and Coleoptera, were analyzed by 
permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA: Anderson 2001) using the adonis 
function in the vegan library (Oksanen et al. 2015) with the Horn–Morisita index and 9,999 
permutations and all other default settings. An interaction between treatment and regions was 
detected, therefore the data set was divided into landslide and undisturbed areas and PERMANOVA 
repeated on each treatment separately to isolate the effect of treatment on community composition. 
 If the PERMANOVA indicated that treatments (landslide or undisturbed area) and depth of 
traps affected the arthropod community, the dataset was split in a hierarchical manner, first creating 
two classes of treatments, landslide and undisturbed area, then further classifying the three depths of 
traps. Then to identify taxa that characterized the arthropod community in landslide or undisturbed 
area and each depth (0, 25, and 50 cm) and to understand the effect of landslide more specifically, 
the indicator value test (IndVal, Dufrene and Legendre 1997) was conducted to classify almost all 
collected arthropods into these eight classes of treatment and depth. The resulting indicator values 
were tested for significance using a randomization test (9,999 times). The IndVal test was conducted 





 A total of 7865 arthropods from 19 orders were collected, including 32 families and 106 
species of Hymenoptera, Grylloblattodea, Diplura, Araneae, Chilopoda, Diplopoda, 
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Pseudoscorpionida, and Coleoptera. 
 The landside areas had higher arthropod abundance and order richness than undisturbed 
areas (∆AIC (best-second model) = 20.9 and 1586.3 and ∆AIC (best-null model) = 1.5 and 41.1, and R
2
best = 0.23 
and 0.23 for arthropod abundance and order richness, respectively, Table 4-2 and Table 4-3). The soil 
depth had a negative effect on the abundance and taxon richness (order, family and species), because 
the differences in AIC values between the best model and the model that did not contain the effect of 
depth were 1337.3, 30.3, 50.2, and 45.2 for abundance, order richness, family richness, and species 
richness, respectively (Table 4-2) and the soil depth had negative coefficients for all analyses. 
Family and species richness were affected by the interaction of depth and treatment (∆AIC (best-second 
model) = 0.8 and 68.2 and ∆AIC (best-null model) = 1.5 and 57.0, and R
2
best = 0.23 and 0.10 for family- and 
species-level, respectively; Table 4-2 and Table 4-3), showing a gentler slope of the taxon richness 
along depth in landslide areas (Fig. 4-3).  
 Three independent variables (treatment, depth, region; and interactions of depth–treatment, 
region–treatment, and region–depth) significantly affected arthropod community composition 
(PERMANOVA; Table 4-4). Region contributed most to the variation in arthropod community 
composition at all taxonomic levels. The interaction of region and treatment had the second highest 
contribution (Table 4-4) with the effect of region tending to be higher in landslide areas compared to 
undisturbed areas in all taxonomic levels (PERMANOVA; Table. 4-5). Depth and treatment also 
contributed significantly to order- and species-level, and family-level community composition, 
respectively (Table 4-4).  
The IndVal test detected two families [Braconidae (Hymenoptera) and Histeroidea 
(Coleoptera)] and two species [Pterostichus spiculifer and P. sp. 1 (Coleoptera: Carabidae)] as 
significant indicators of landslide area (Fig. 4-4). Significant indicators of soil depth in landslide 
areas were also detected in most cases. In order and family level, Dermaptera, Chordeumatida, 
Liocranidae (Araneae), and Diplomaragnidae (Chordeumatida) and Grylloblattodea and 
Grylloblattidae (Grylloblattodea) were significant indicators of 0 cm and 50 cm soil depth in 
landslide area, respectively (Fig. 4-4). In species level, Formica japonica (Hymenoptera: 
Formicidae) and Dinotrema sp. 1 (Hymenoptera: Braconidae), Galloisiana yuasai (Grylloblattodea: 
Grylloblattidae), and Colpodes kyushuensis (Coleoptera: Carabidae) were significant indicators of 0 





Distribution of taxon diversity and abundance 
 
 During the sampling for this study many undescribed species were discovered, mainly 
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from the Coleoptera and Hymenoptera. Among them collaborators and I reported Sciaphyes 
japonicas [Coleoptera: Leiodidae: Leptodilini; (Hayashi et al. 2015)] and Pterostichus nagasawai 
[Coleoptera: Carabidae: Pterostichini; (Ito and Ogai 2015)] as new species. Recently, many new 
species of arthropods in orders such as Coleoptera, Hymenoptera and Orthoptera have been found in 
the underground habitats of landslide areas (Ito 2010; Faille et al. 2012; Ito 2012; Barranco et al. 
2013; Sugaya and Yamasako 2014; Olmi et al. 2014; Ortuño et al. 2014). These studies suggest that 
many unknown species still exist in landslide areas. 
This study revealed that landslide areas had a higher arthropods abundance and order level 
diversity than undisturbed areas and the depth below ground surface negatively affected diversity 
and abundance (Table 4-2, 4-3, Fig. 4-3). Although previous studies have suggested high levels of 
diversity and abundance of arthropods in landslide areas (Rendoš et al. 2012; Nitzu et al. 2014), 
control sites (undisturbed area) were not included and there were few traps and study sites. 
Arthropod diversity decreased with the increase in depth from ground surface (Table 4-3). This 
pattern has also been found in previous studies (Laška et al. 2011; Rendoš et al. 2012; Nitzu et al. 
2014). In addition, this study found that the decrease in family and species richness with depth was 
less pronounced in landslide areas (Fig. 4-3). One possible explanation is that the diversity of 
morphologically typical subterranean arthropods was higher in the deeper soil of landslide areas 
(Nagasawa unpublished data). There are more cracks in the SSH of landslide areas than in 
undisturbed areas, which may provide habitats for arthropods. In addition, temperature and humidity 
are constant throughout the year in the SSH of landslide areas (Pipan et al. 2010; Nitzu et al. 2014), 
and may provide a suitable environment for arthropods with limited dispersal abilities.  
 
Indicators of landslide habitats and soil depth 
 
 More than half of species and more than one third of orders and families depended on the 
landslide areas (Fig. 4-4). Grylloblattidae was selected as an order-level indicator of landslide areas 
at 50 cm soil depth. This order is known to prefer cool and moist microenvironments (Schoville 
2010) and have degenerated eyes, body color, and wings. Braconidae (Hymenoptera) and 
Histeroidea (Coleoptera) were selected as family-level indicators of landslide areas. Braconidae are a 
large family of parasitoid wasps and some of the species that were collected in this study have 
degenerated wings and eyes. In general, Histeroidea has hind-wings and flight ability, but in this 
study, most of the Histeroidea were from the genus Anapleus and had degenerated hind-wings and 
body colors. The order Grylloblattidae and a part of the families Braconidae and Histeroidea might 
be specialised subterranean arthropods because of their degenerated eyes or body color. In contrast, 
Cordyceps kyushuensis (Coleoptera: Carabidae), a species with degenerated eyes but hindwings and 
flight ability, was selected as a significant species-level indicator of 50 cm soil depths in landslide 
areas. It is very rare for a subterranean arthropod to possess flight ability, so perhaps the species only 
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temporarily uses the underground habitat, e.g. during a certain season or under specific conditions. 
Nitzu et al. (2014) also predicted some carabid beetles enter the MSS and screes and use them as a 
refuge when the outside temperature increases and soil relative humidity decreases. In general the 
findings of this study support previous studies which have suggested that subterranean arthropods 
prefer the SSH of landslide areas (e.g. Culver and Pipan 2008).  
  
Endemic community compositions 
 
 Because the interaction of region–treatment affected the community compositions (Table 
4-4) and the effect of region tended to be higher in landslide area than undisturbed area (Table. 4-5), 
the community compositions of arthropods were more indigenous in landslide area. Immigration 
among adjacent regions plays an important role in shaping community composition (MacArthur and 
Wilson 1967). The environmental conditions of landslide areas are significantly different to 
undisturbed areas (i.e. litter depth, coverage of vegetation, etc.; Gers 1998; Pipan et al. 2010b), 
therefore it might be difficult for arthropods to immigrate from one area to the other, isolating and 
altering community composition in landslide areas. As discussed above, a number of arthropods  
preferred landslide areas (Fig. 4-4), and most subterranean arthropods, except rare cases such as 
Cordyceps kyushuensis, are flightless and might have low dispersal abilities. Thus, they prefer 
landslide areas and the SSH and have a limited spatial range. Therefore, isolation in and adaptation 
to landslide areas or the SSH could promote allopatric speciation, and create endemic community 
compositions. This prediction is supported by previous molecular phylogenetic studies in Europe 
(Culve 1970; Crouau-Roy 1986; Faille et al. 2007), where the opportunity for the development of 
multiple isolated local populations lead to allopatric speciation of subterranean carabid beetles.  
 The results of this study indicate that the environmental axis of landslides contributes 
significantly to local arthropod diversity and suggests that a mixed landscape consisting of landslides 
and undisturbed areas helps to maintain a high biodiversity of arthropods. I found new indicators of 
the landslide axis and will help promote efficient environmental evaluation.
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Tables of chapter 4 





(m) Region Prefecture City Local 
S1 Joshin’etsu highland Nagano Suzaka Mt. Hashigoyama 36.56981 138.35441 1230 
S2 Joshin’etsu highland Nagano Suzaka Ôyafudô 36.56317 138.36408 1287 
S3 Joshin’etsu highland Nagano Ueda Mt. Kokuzô 36.41118 138.30314 587 
S4 Mt.Yatsugatake Nagano Minamisakugun Gokô bokujô campsite 35.94155 138.49048 1343 
S5 Mt.Yatsugatake Nagano Minamisakugun Yatsugatake Forest‚ the Univ. of Tsukuba 35.92556 138.50524 1597 
S6 Mt. Chichibu Saitama Chichibu Chichibu Forest, the Univ. of Tokyo 35.93789 138.80548 1186 
S7 Mt. Chichibu Saitama Chichibu Chichibu Forest, the Univ. of Tokyo 35.94070 138.80949 1129 
S8 Mt. Chichibu Saitama Chichibu Chichibu Forest, the Univ. of Tokyo 35.94055 138.81323 1099 
S9 The South Japanese Alps Shizuoka Shizuoka Ikawa Forest‚ the Univ. of Tsukuba 35.34713 138.22789 1160 
S10 The South Japanese Alps Shizuoka Shizuoka Ikawa Forest‚ the Univ. of Tsukuba 35.34654 138.22982 1148 
S11 The South Japanese Alps Shizuoka Shizuoka Ikawa Forest‚ the Univ. of Tsukuba 35.32543 138.22626 1144 
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Table 4-2 Akaike’s information criterion (AIC) values of compared generalized linear models 
(GLMs) and generalized linear mixed models (GLMMs) assuming negative binomial and Poisson 
distribution for abundance and taxonomic richness, respectively. AIC of the selected models, on 
which Table 4-3 are based, are in bold. DF means residual degree of freedom. + means the variable 
is included in the model. 







3.73    + + 5 5331.5  
3.64  + +   4 5352.4  
3.91      + 4 5387.0  
3.91  +     3 5579.6  
3.15    +   3 6668.8  
3.41        2 6917.8  
Order 
richness 
1.37  + +   4 826.5  
1.41  + + + 5 828.0  
1.55      + 4 828.9  
1.55  +     3 836.2  
1.11    +   3 856.8  
1.29        2 867.6  
Family 
richness 
1.30      + 4 811.9  
1.21    + + 5 812.7  
1.03  + +   4 817.2  
1.30  +     3 833.8  
0.69    +   3 862.1  
0.95        2 880.1  
Species 
richness 
0.94  +   + 4 919.7  
0.89    + + 5 921.2  
0.70  + +   4 927.6  
0.94  +     3 939.4  
0.40    +   3 964.9  
0.64        2 976.7  
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Table 4-3 Effects of three independent variables on abundance (number of individuals) of all 
arthropods and taxonomic richness of each taxonomic level analyzed by generalized linear models 
(GLMs) and generalized linear mixed models (GLMMs) assuming negative binomial and Poisson 
distribution for abundance and taxonomic richness, respectively. Estimated effects of selected 
variables in the best model based on Akaike’s information criterion (Table 4-2). The random effect of 
studied regions (Sugadaira highland, Mt. Yatsugatake, the South Japanese Alps, and Mt. Chichibu) 
was used for taxonomic richness analyses. 
 




Landslide area Landslide area 
Abundance of all arthropods -0.026  *** 0.258  *** -0.019  *** 
Order richness -0.010  *** 0.256  *** －  
Family richness -0.025  *** －  0.015  *** 









Table 4-4 Effects of three environmental factors on the community composition by permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) using 
the Horn–Morisita index of dissimilarity. The R
2
 values and the levels of significance are shown, *** P < 0.001, ** P < 0.01, and * P < 0.05; 9,999 
permutations. 
 






Order 0.080  ** 0.028   0.231  ** 0.026   0.084  * 0.061   
Family 0.027   0.018   0.205  ** 0.034  * 0.153  ** 0.044   




Table 4-5 Effects of two environmental factors on the community composition by permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) using 
the Horn–Morisita index of dissimilarity. The R
2















Order 0.097  ** 0.080  ** 0.400  ** 0.234  ** 0.199  * 0.062   
Family 0.033   0.082  ** 0.500  ** 0.231  ** 0.070   0.114   
Species 0.049  * 0.036    0.340  ** 0.274  ** 0.098    0.129  * 
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Fig. 4-3 The estimated taxonomic richness of each taxonomic level using generalized linear 
mixed models (GLMMs). The lines and the dots indicate the estimated taxonomic richness 
and observed values, respectively. Red indicates landslide areas and black indicates 




Fig. 4-4 Tree diagram of the landslide and undisturbed area with the associated numbers of 
indicator taxa for each taxonomic level. 0, 25, 50 cm means the depth of the trap below the 
surface calculated by the indicator value test (IndVal, Dufrene and Legendre 1997). The 





 The chapters of this thesis revealed: (i) mountain topography promotes within-species 
genetic differentiation of carabids among mountain regions; (ii) carabid community composition was 
most different between grasslands and forests, whilst deciduous coniferous plantation communities 
had a large degree of overlap with those from the two natural forest types; (iii) deciduous 
broad-leaved forests and grasslands have high spatial and temporal heterogeneity in endemic 
species-, family-, and order-level arthropod diversity; and (iv) landslides generate rich subterranean 
species-, family-, and order-level arthropod diversity. Thus, landscapes which contain multiple 
environmental axes increase genetic and community diversity.  
 Bioindicators for scarcely studied environmental axes and elements were identified during 
the course of these studies. Bioindicators of each taxonomic level (i.e. order-level of the kingdom 
Animalia, family-level of the order Coleoptera and species-level of the family Carabidae) for the 
environmental axes of vegetation and landslides were calculated from the data of Chapters 3 and 4 
using the indicator value test (IndVal, Dufrene and Legendre 1997; Table GD-1 and 2). For the 
species-level analysis of the vegetation axis new indicators were identified; 8 in each of evergreen 
coniferous natural forests and deciduous coniferous plantations. Studies of the indicators of these 
two coniferous forests have been scarcely studied (but see, Yu et al. 2008).The species of the genus 
Amara (Coleoptera: Carabidae) and Harpalus (Coleoptera: Carabidae) were selected as indicators 
for grasslands (Table GD-1). These species have also previously been shown to be grassland 
indicators, and have flight ability as well as eat the seeds and roots of grasses and herbs (Kirk 1972; 
Jorgensen and Toft 1997; Klimes and Saska 2009). These indicator value test also found new order- 
and family-level bioindicators for the environmental axis of vegetation (Table GD-1); 6, 2, 1, 5, and 
4 order(s) and 4, 2, 4, 0, and 1 family(families) were selected as indicators for grasslands, forests, 
deciduous broad-leaved natural forests, and deciduous coniferous plantations, respectively. Previous 
studies have suggested only species-level indicators, all in Lepidoptera and Coleoptera, for 
grasslands and some kinds of forests (e.g. Bohac 1999; Inoue 2003; Tothmeresz et al. 2014), and 
higher taxonomic levels have not been studied.  
New indicators were also found in the analyses of the landslide axis: 7 and 1 order(s), 4 
and 1 family(families), and 21 and 13 species were selected as indicators for landslides and 
undisturbed areas, respectively. Although several studies have reported the species lists of taxa 
collected from Superficial subterranean habitat (SSH) (e.g. Ruzicka 2000; Culver and Pipan 2008; 
Culver and Pipan 2009; Růžička et al. 2013), this is the first study to detect statistically significant 
bioindicators for landslides and will help promote efficient environmental evaluation. The detection 
of some of the order- and family-level bioindicators can be explained after consideration of their 
ecology. The order Collembola inhabits the soil O horizon (i.e. litter cover) of the forest floor, and 
the family Elateridae inhabits open habitat. Therefore, the detection of these groups as bioindicators 
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in forest types and grasslands, respectively, is not surprising. However, validation of- these 
bioindicators by proper quantitative and statistical procedures are still required. Finally, the genus 
Synuchus (Coleoptera: Carabidae) was identified as an indicator for both vegetation type and 
landslides (Table GD-1, 2). All three species of the genus collected in Chapter 4 were indicators for 
undisturbed areas (Table GD-2). In contrast, each species of the genus collected in Chapter 2 was an 
indicator species for grassland, forest types, deciduous broad-leaved forest, or deciduous coniferous 
plantations (Table GD-1). 
There were some vegetation and landslide generalists at the order- and family-level, but 
not at the species-level (Fig. GD-1, 2). These results suggest that the reaction to environmental axes 
varies depending on the taxonomic level, and preferences for a specific environmental element are 
strongest at the species-level. Thus, in the case of the environmental evaluation, the species-level 
analysis is an easy and efficient method to find bioindicators, whereas the community-wide approach, 
which requires more effort, is necessary to find bioindicators at high taxonomic levels. For the 
environmental axis of vegetation, the numbers of indicator species were highest in grasslands (30% 
of the whole number of species; Fig. GD-1), and for the landslide axis the number of indicator 
species across all taxonomic levels was highest in landslide areas (50%, 44%, 61% of the whole 
number of orders, families, and species, respectively; Fig. GD-2). Thus, these environmental 
elements, which are very limited in area in a mountain landscape, help to maintain regional 
arthropod diversity. The effect of spatially limited environmental elements on arthropod diversity 
was high at the species-level in the vegetation axis, and at the family- and order-levels in the 
landslide axis, thus the taxonomic levels of bioindicators differ between environmental axes. 
In Chapter 1, the genetic differentiation of carabid species populations may have been 
promoted by a mixed landscape of mountain peaks and valleys. In Chapters 2 and 3, high arthropod 
diversity is maintained by a mixture of multiple vegetation types. In Chapter 4, the effect of a 
mixture of landslide and undisturbed areas increased the diversity of arthropods. These findings 
support previous studies which have reported that naturally disturbed areas, such as following fires 
and avalanches, increase regional plant diversity (Bebi et al. 2009; Perry et al. 2011), and also that 
heterogeneity in elevation and geography maintain high levels of plant diversity (Dufour et al. 2006) 
and may even promote speciation, e.g. grasshopper (Knowles 2000). This thesis examined arthropod 
biodiversity formation, focusing on important and new environmental axes using the 
community-wide approach. The composition of multiple environmental elements in a landscape was 
revealed to have an important role in creating and maintaining arthropod diversity, new 
environmental axis evaluation methods that can detect habitat preferences across multiple taxonomic 
levels were established. 
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Tables of general discussion 
Table GD-1 The list of bio-indicators at each taxonomic level (i.e. order-level of Animalia, family-level of the order Coleoptera, and species-level of the 
family Carabidae) calculated by the indicator value test (IndVal, Dufrene and Legendre 1997) for the environmental elements of the vegetation 
environmental axis. The significance levels of the bio-indicator values are shown (*** P < 0.001, ** P < 0.01, and * P < 0.05; 9999 permutations).  
  Vegetation environmental axis  













Lepidoptera ** Collembola ** Psocodea Neuroptera Mecoptera Lithobiomorpha 
Haplotaxida Mesogastropoda  Scolopendromorpha  Nematophora Tubificida 
Orthoptera   Oniscomorpha Dermaptera Polydesmida 
Julida   Colobognatha Rodentia Hemiptera  
   Stylommatophora  Araneae 
     Coleoptera 
     Opiliones 
     Geophilomorpha 
     Acari 
     Diptera 
     Hymenoptera 
          Isopoda 
Family-level in the 
order Coleoptera 
Elateridae ** Cerambycidae   Erotylidae Leiodidae Carabidae 
Scarabaeidae Silphidae  Lucanidae  Curculionoidea 
85 
 
Tenebrionidae   Cantharidae  Staphylinidae 
Cicindelinae     Lycidae   Chrysomelidae 





































Amara congrua  




Amara chalcites   Pristosia aeneola Dromius prolixus  
Amara ovata   
Pterostichus 
asymmetricus 
Synuchus congruus  
Synuchus 
dulcigradus 
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Table GD-2 The list of bio-indicators at each taxonomic level (i.e. order-level of Animalia, 
family-level of the order Coleoptera, and species-level of the family Carabidae) calculated by 
the indicator value test (IndVal, Dufrene and Legendre 1997) for the environmental elements 
of the landslide environmental axis. The significance levels of the bio-indicator values are 
shown (*** P < 0.001, ** P < 0.01, and * P < 0.05; 9999 permutations).  
  Landslide environmental axis 





Dermaptera *** Mecoptera * Diptera 
Chordeumatida *  Hymenoptera 
Grylloblattodea **  Coleoptera 
Geophilomorpha  Collembola 
Pseudoscorpionida  Lithobiomorpha 
Opiliones  Araneae 
Isopoda  Scolopendromorpha 
  Julida 
  Polydesmida 
  Acari 




Histeroidea * Leiodidae * Staphylinidae 
Ptiliidae  Carabidae 
Elateridae  Silphidae 




Pterostichus spiculifer ** Synuchus cycloderus *   
Colpodes kyushuensis * Synuchus melantho *  
Pterostichus okutamae Relative of Pterostichus asymmetricus  
Pterostichus sp. 1 * Synuchus agonus *  
Synuchus arcuaticollis Synuchus tanzawanus  
Trechiama kinoshitai Nebria sadona  
Pterostichus rhanis Pterostichus abaciformis  
Pterostichus katashinensis Relative of Trechiama leptopus  
Yukihikous sp. 1 Trechiama aurescens  
Brachinus stenoderus Synuchus takeuchii  
Relative of Colpodes uenoi Parabroscus crassipalpis  
Ohmopterus esakii Trechiama sp. 1  
Pterostichus masumotoi Carabus (Leptocarabus) procerulus  
Pterostichus mitoyamanus   
Pterostichus polygenus   
Pterostichus subovatus   
Synuchus atricolor   
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Pterostichus sp. 2   
Pterostichus sp. 3   
Pterostichus tokejii   

































Figures of general discussion 
 
Figure GD-1 Proportions of bioindicators at each taxonomic level (i.e. order-level of 
Animalia, family-level of the order Coleoptera, and species-level of the family Carabidae) 
calculated by the indicator value test (IndVal, Dufrene and Legendre 1997) for the 
environmental elements of the vegetation environmental axis. 
 
 
Figure GD-2 Proportions of bioindicators at each taxonomic level (i.e. order-level of 
Animalia, family-level of the order Coleoptera, and species-level of the family Carabidae) 
calculated by the indicator value test (IndVal, Dufrene and Legendre 1997) for the 














































 I wish to express my hearty thanks to my main supervisor, Associate Professor T. 
Kenta for his constant guidance as well as invaluable suggestions and advice given to me 
throughout this work. For the valuable advice and critical reading of the thesis, I wish to 
express my sincerest thanks to my supervisors, Professors M. Honda and Prof. Y. Tokunaga, 
and a judge for this doctoral thesis, Associate Professor M. Hirota. 
 I thank Drs. T. Kamijo and T. Nakamura for their valuable comments for Chapter 1 
and 2. I thank Drs T. Sota, K. Kubota and Y. Takami for their suggestions regarding the study 
of two Leptocarabus beetles, Dr. T. Sota also provided samples of the two carabid beetles. I 
also thank Dr. I. Saeki for providing useful guidelines of the landscape ecology analyses. I 
would like to express my deep appreciation to Dr. M. Murakami for his suggestions regarding 
the study design of pitfall traps in the Sugadaira highlands. 
 I would like to express my gratitude to Mr. Y. Chikami, Dr. T. Mita, Dr. M. Yamane, 
Mr. T. Suguro, Dr. T. Uchifune, Mr. H. Ohira, and Dr. K. Sekiya for family-, genus-, or 
species-level identification of samples of the Myriapoda and orders Hymenoptera, Araneae, 
Grylloblattodea, Pseudoscorpionida, and Diplura. I also thank Mr. N. Ito, Dr. M. Ohara, Mr. Y. 
Sawada, Dr. Y. Hayashi, and Dr. S. Nomura for genus- or species-level identification of 
families of the order Coleoptera; Carabidae, Histeroidea, Ptiliidae, Leiodidae, and 
Staphylinidae. I would like to express my deep appreciation to Dr. S. Niwa, Ms. K. Ono, and 
Ms. H. Asano for providing useful guidelines for the sorting of collected arthropods and the 
identification of carabid beetles.  
 I am deeply grateful to Dr. L. Faulks and Dr. R. Suzuki for their valuable comments 
on earlier versions of the thesis manuscript; to Mr. R. Nagasawa for making underground 
traps, performing field work, and sorting samples for the study of landslide areas; to Mr. M. 
Yoshida for providing useful guidelines about the use of underground traps; to Ms. T. Araki, 
Ms. N. Ochiai, Mr. K. Nasu, Miss. Y. Sugawara, Mr. K. Seto, Ms. M. Fujita, Mr. Y. Omote, 
Mr. K. Sakai, Ms. Y. Arime, Dr. H. Nakamura, and Dr. Y. Onda for their participation in 
fieldwork and collecting two Leptocarabus beetles, and Mr. K. Narita for providing samples 
of the two carabid beetles. I would like to thank Mr. R. Kanai, Mr. S. Shimizu, Dr. Y. Degawa, 
and Ms. H. Yamanaka, for assisting with setting and removing pitfall traps in the Sugadaira 
highlands. I also thank Dr. N. Hotta and Dr. Y. Yamakawa for introducing me to the position 
of landslide areas and to the staff of the Ikawa Forest in the University of Tsukuba and the 
Chichibu Forest in the University of Tokyo, Dr. E. Takagi, Mr. K. Oguro, and Mr. T. Nosaka, 
for their help in the setting and collecting of underground traps in the study of landslide areas 
in and around the Japanese Alps. 
 This study was partly supported by Research and Education Funding for Japanese 
Alps Inter-Universities Cooperative Project, MEXT, Japan, and was also funded by the 
90 
 
general incorporated foundation of Nagano Prefecture for Promoting Science. 
 Last, but not least, I would like to thank friends, seniors, and my family for their 





Agnoletti M (2007) The degradation of traditional landscape in a mountain area of Tuscany during 
the 19th and 20th centuries: Implications for biodiversity and sustainable management. For 
Ecol Manage 249:5–17. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2007.05.032 
Akaike H (1973) Information theory and an extension of the maximum likelihood principle. In: 
Petrov BN, Caski F (eds) Proc. 2nd Int. Symp. Inf. Theory. Akadimiai Kiado, Budapest, pp 
267–281 
Amazaki KY, Ugiura SS, Awamura KK (2003) Ground beetles ( Coleoptera : Carabidae ) and 
other insect predators overwintering in arable and fallow fields in central Japan. Public 
Health 38:449–459. 
Anderson MJ (2001) A new method for non-parametric multivariate analysis of variance. Austral 
Ecol 26:32–46. doi: 10.1111/j.1442-9993.2001.01070.pp.x 
Antunes SC, Pereira R, Sousa JP, et al (2008) Spatial and temporal distribution of litter arthropods 
in different vegetation covers of Porto Santo Island (Madeira Archipelago, Portugal). Eur J 
Soil Biol 44:45–56. doi: 10.1016/j.ejsobi.2007.08.016 
Antvogel H, Bonn A (2001) Environmental parameters and microspatial distribution of insects: a 
case study of carabids in an alluvial forest. Ecography (Cop) 24:470–482. doi: 
10.1034/j.1600-0587.2001.d01-203.x 
Aoki J (1999) Pictorial keys to soil animals of Japan. Tokai Daigaku Syuppankai (in Japanese) 
Aoki J (2015) Pictorial keys to soil animals of Japan. Second Edition (in Japanese). Tokyo Tokai 
Press 
Baker SC (2006) A comparison of litter beetle assemblages (Coleoptera) in mature and recently 
clearfelled Eucalyptus obliqua forest. Aust J Entomol 45:130–136. doi: 
10.1111/j.1440-6055.2006.00526.x 
Barranco P, Gilgado JD, Ortuno VM (2013) A new mute species of the genus Nemobius Serville 
(Orthoptera, Gryllidae, Nemobiinae) discovered in colluvial, stony debris in the Iberian 
Peninsula: a biological, phenological and biometric study. Zootaxa 3691:201. doi: 
10.11646/zootaxa.3691.2.1 
Barton PS, Manning AD, Gibb H, et al (2009) Conserving ground-dwelling beetles in an 
endangered woodland community: multi-scale habitat effects on assemblage diversity. Biol 
Conserv 142:1701–1709. doi: 10.1016/j.biocon.2009.03.005 
Barton PS, Manning AD, Gibb H, et al (2010) Fine-scale heterogeneity in beetle assemblages 
under co-occurring Eucalyptus in the same subgenus. J Biogeogr 37:1927–1937. doi: 
10.1111/j.1365-2699.2010.02349.x 
Bates D (2008) Linear mixed model implementation in lme4. Statistics (Ber) 2008:1–32. 
Bebi P, Kulakowski D, Rixen C (2009) Snow avalanche disturbances in forest ecosystems—State 




Becker A, Körner C, Brun J-J, et al (2007) Ecological and Land Use Studies Along Elevational 
Gradients. Mt Res Dev 27:58–65. doi: 10.1659/0276-4741(2007)27[58:EALUSA]2.0.CO;2 
Bohac J (1999) Staphylinid beetles as bioindicators. Agric Ecosyst Environ 74:357–372. 
Brown W, Wilson E (1956) Character displacement. Syst Zool 5:49–64. 
Butterfield J (1997) Carabid community succession during the forestry cycle in conifer plantations. 
Ecography (Cop) 20:614–625. doi: 10.1111/j.1600-0587.1997.tb00430.x 
Butterfield J, Luff ML, Babes M, Eyre MD (1995) Carabid beetle communities as indicators of 
conservation potential in upland forests. For Ecol Manage 79:63–77. doi: 
10.1016/0378-1127(95)03620-2 
Cakir M, Makineci E (2013) Humus characteristics and seasonal changes of soil arthropod 
communities in a natural sessile oak (Quercus petraea L.) stand and adjacent Austrian pine 
(Pinus nigra Arnold) plantation. Environ Monit Assess 185:8943–55. doi: 
10.1007/s10661-013-3225-0 
Campbell WB, Novelo-Gutiérrez R (2007) Reduction in odonate phylogenetic diversity associated 
with dam impoundment is revealed using taxonomic distinctness. Fundam Appl Limnol 
168:83–92. doi: 10.1127/1863-9135/2007/0168-0083 
Chace JF, Walsh JJ (2006) Urban effects on native avifauna: a review. Landsc Urban Plan 74:46–
69. doi: 10.1016/j.landurbplan.2004.08.007 
Chao A, Chazdon RL, Colwell RK, Shen TJ (2006) Abundance-based similarity indices and their 
estimation when there are unseen species in samples. Biometrics 62:361–371. doi: 
10.1111/j.1541-0420.2005.00489.x 
Chytrý M, Tichý L, Roleček J (2003) Local and regional patterns of species richness in Central 
European vegetation types along the pH/calcium gradient. Folia Geobot 38:429–442. doi: 
10.1007/BF02803250 
Clough Y, Holzschuh A, Gabriel D, et al (2007) Alpha and beta diversity of arthropods and plants 
in organically and conventionally managed wheat fields. J Appl Ecol 44:804–812. doi: 
10.1111/j.1365-2664.2007.01294.x 
Cole LJ, McCracken DI, Dennis P, et al (2002) Relationships between agricultural management 
and ecological groups of ground beetles (Coleoptera: Carabidae) on Scottish farmland. Agric 
Ecosyst Environ 93:323–336. doi: 10.1016/S0167-8809(01)00333-4 
Connell JH (1978) Diversity in tropical rain forests and coral reefs. Science 199:1302–10. doi: 
10.1126/science.199.4335.1302 
Crouau-Roy B (1986) Population studies on pyrenean troglobitic beetles: Local genetic 
differentiation and microgeographic variations in natural populations. Biochem Syst Ecol 
14:521–526. doi: 10.1016/0305-1978(86)90012-8 




Culver D, Pipan T (2009) The biology of caves and other subterranean habitats.  
Culver DC, Pipan T (2008) Superficial subterranean habitats–gateway to the subterranean realm? 
Cave Karst Sci 35:5–12. 
Davis AJ, Holloway JD, Huijbregts H, et al (2001) Dung beetles as indicators of change in the 
forests of northern Borneo. J Appl Ecol 38:593–616. doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2664.2001.00619.x 
Deuve T (2004) Illustrated Catalogue of the Genus Carabus of the World (Coleoptera: Carabidae). 
Pensoft Publishers 
Donoso DA, Johnston MK, Clay NA, Kaspari ME (2013) Trees as templates for trophic structure 
of tropical litter arthropod fauna. Soil Biol Biochem 61:45–51. doi: 
10.1016/j.soilbio.2013.02.004 
Driscoll DA, Weir T (2005) Beetle Responses to Habitat Fragmentation Depend on Ecological 
Traits, Habitat Condition, and Remnant Size. Conserv Biol 19:182–194. doi: 
10.1111/j.1523-1739.2005.00586.x 
Dufour A, Gadallah F, Wagner H (2006) Plant species richness and environmental heterogeneity 
in a mountain landscape: effects of variability and spatial configuration. Ecography (Cop.).  
Dufrene M, Legendre P (1997) Species assemblages and indicator species: the need for a flexible 
asymmetrical approach. Ecol Monogr 67:345. doi: 10.2307/2963459 
Eisenhauer N, Yee K, Johnson EA, et al (2011) Positive relationship between herbaceous layer 
diversity and the performance of soil biota in a temperate forest. Soil Biol Biochem 43:462–
465. doi: 10.1016/j.soilbio.2010.10.018 
Elphinstone MS, Hinten GN, Anderson MJ, Nock CJ (2003) An inexpensive and high-throughput 
procedure to extract and purify total genomic DNA for population studies. Mol Ecol Notes 
3:317–320. doi: 10.1046/j.1471-8286.2003.00397.x 
Emmer IM, Fanta J, Kobus AT, et al (1998) Reversing borealization as a means to restore 
biodiversity in Central-European mountainforests – an example from the Krkonoše 
Mountains, Czech Republic. Biodivers Conserv 7:229–247. doi: 10.1023/A:1008840603549 
Fagundes CK, Di Mare R a, Wink C, Manfio D (2011) Diversity of the families of Coleoptera 
captured with pitfall traps in five different environments in Santa Maria, RS, Brazil. Braz J 
Biol 71:381–90. 
Fahy O, Gormally M (1998) A comparison of plant and carabid beetle communities in an Irish oak 
woodland with a nearby conifer plantation and clearfelled site. For Ecol Manage 110:263–
273. doi: 10.1016/S0378-1127(98)00285-0 
Faille A, Bourdeau C, Fresneda J (2012) Molecular phylogeny of the Trechus brucki group, with 
description of two new species from the Pyreneo-Cantabrian area (France, Spain) 
(Coleoptera, Carabidae, Trechinae). Zookeys 217:11–51. doi: 10.3897/zookeys.217.3136 
Faille A, Deliot P, Queinnec E (2007) A new cryptic species of Aphaenops (Coleoptera: 
94 
 
Carabidae: Trechinae) from a French Pyrenean cave: Congruence between morphometrical 
and geographical data confirm species isolation. Ann la Société Entomol Fr 43:363–370. 
doi: 10.1080/00379271.2007.10697533 
Fountain-Jones NM, Jordan GJ, Baker TP, et al (2015) Living near the edge: being close to mature 
forest increases the rate of succession in beetle communities. Ecol Appl 25:800–811. doi: 
10.1890/14-0334.1 
Fuller RJ, Oliver TH, Leather SR (2008) Forest management effects on carabid beetle 
communities in coniferous and broadleaved forests: implications for conservation. Insect 
Conserv Divers 1:242–252. doi: 10.1111/j.1752-4598.2008.00032.x 
Gaublomme E, Hendrickx F, Dhuyvetter H, Desender K (2008) The effects of forest patch size 
and matrix type on changes in carabid beetle assemblages in an urbanized landscape. Biol 
Conserv 141:2585–2596. doi: 10.1016/j.biocon.2008.07.022 
Geertsema M, Pojar JJ (2007) Influence of landslides on biophysical diversity—A perspective 
from British Columbia. Geomorphology 89:55–69. doi: 10.1016/j.geomorph.2006.07.019 
Gering JC, Crist TO, Veech JA (2003) Additive partitioning of species diversity across multiple 
spatial scales: implications for regional conservation of biodiversity. Conserv Biol 17:488–
499. doi: 10.1046/j.1523-1739.2003.01465.x 
Gers C (1998) Diversity of energy fluxes and interactions between arthropod communities: from 
soil to cave. Acta Oecologica 19:205–213. doi: 10.1016/S1146-609X(98)80025-8 
Gers C, Dupuis M (1988) Une nouvelle espèce remarquable du genre Speonomus (Coleoptera, 
Bathysciinae). MBsp 15: 
Grimbacher PS, Catterall CP, Kanowski J, Proctor HC (2007) Responses of ground-active beetle 
assemblages to different styles of reforestation on cleared rainforest land. Biodivers Conserv 
16:2167–2184. doi: 10.1007/s10531-006-9146-2 
Guillemain M, Loreau M, Daufresne T (1997) Relationships beetween the regional distribution of 
carabid beetles (Coleoptera, Carabidae) and the abundance of their potential prey. Acta 
Oecologica 18:465–483. doi: 10.1016/S1146-609X(97)80035-5 
Hassall M, Jones DT, Taiti S, et al (2006) Biodiversity and abundance of terrestrial isopods along 
a gradient of disturbance in Sabah, East Malaysia. Eur J Soil Biol 42:S197–S207. doi: 
10.1016/j.ejsobi.2006.07.002 
Hawes C, Stewart, A., J. A, EVans, F. H (2002) The impact of wood ants (Formica rufa) on the 
distribution and abundance of ground beetles (Coleoptera: Carabidae) in a Scots pine 
plantation. Oecologia 131:612–619. doi: 10.1007/s00442-002-0916-6 
Hayashi T, Kimoto S, Morimoto K (eds) (1984) The Coleoptera of Japan in color vol. 4. Hoikusya 
(in Japanese) 
Hayashi Y, Ogai T, Nagasawa R (2015) Discovery of a new sciaphyes species (Coleoptera: 
Leiodidae: Leptodilini) from Honshu, Japan. Japanese J Syst Entomol 21:165–167. 
95 
 
Heck KL, van Belle G, Simberloff D (1975) Explicit calculation of the rarefaction diversity 
measurement and the determination of sufficient sample size. Ecology 56:1459. doi: 
10.2307/1934716 
Heliola J, Koivula M, Niemela J (2001) Distribution of carabid beetles (Coleoptera, Carabidae) 
across a boreal forest-clearcut ecotone. Conserv Biol 15:370–377. doi: 
10.1046/j.1523-1739.2001.015002370.x 
Herkert JR (2012) The Effects of habitat fragmentation on midwestern grassland bird communities. 
Ecol Appl 4:461–471. 
Hiramatsu S (2002) The ground beetles collected in Mt. Kuchisanpodake, Kawachi village, 
Ishikawa prefecture. Annu Rep Hakusan Nat Conserv Cent 29:33–39. 
Hong Y, Adler R, Huffman G (2007) Use of satellite remote sensing data in the mapping of global 
landslide susceptibility. Nat Hazards 43:245–256. doi: 10.1007/s11069-006-9104-z 
Hoorn C, Wesselingh FP, ter Steege H, et al (2010) Amazonia through time: Andean uplift, 
climate change, landscape evolution, and biodiversity. Science 330:927–31. doi: 
10.1126/science.1194585 
Hopp PW, Ottermanns R, Caron E, et al (2010) Recovery of litter inhabiting beetle assemblages 
during forest regeneration in the Atlantic forest of Southern Brazil. Insect Conserv Divers 
3:103–113. doi: 10.1111/j.1752-4598.2010.00078.x 
Huck C, Körner C, Hiltbrunner E (2013) Plant species dominance shifts across erosion 
edge-meadow transects in the Swiss Alps. Oecologia 171:693–703. doi: 
10.1007/s00442-012-2583-6 
Hurlbert SH (1971) The Nonconcept of Species Diversity: A Critique and Alternative Parameters. 
Ecology 52:577. doi: 10.2307/1934145 
Ikeda H, Kubota K, Cho Y-B, et al (2009) Different phylogeographic patterns in two Japanese 
Silpha species (Coleoptera: Silphidae) affected by climatic gradients and topography. Biol J 
Linn Soc 98:452–467. doi: 10.1111/j.1095-8312.2009.01283.x 
Ikeda H, Nishikawa M, Sota T (2012) Loss of flight promotes beetle diversification. Nat Commun 
3:648. doi: 10.1038/ncomms1659 
Inoue T (2003) Chronosequential change in a butterfly community after clear-cutting of deciduous 
forests in a cool temperate region of central Japan. Entomol Sci 6:151–163. doi: 
10.1046/j.1343-8786.2003.00022.x 
Ishikawa R (1992) Taxonomic studies on Leptocarabus (Adelocarabus) arboreus (Lewis) 
(Coleoptera, Carabidae). Tokyo Metrop Univ Bull Nat Hist 1:1–40. 
Ishitani M, Kotze DJ, Niemelä J (2003) Changes in carabid beetle assemblages across an 
urban-rural gradient in Japan. Ecography (Cop) 26:481–489. doi: 
10.1034/j.1600-0587.2003.03436.x 
Ito N (2010) Syatematics of Pterostichus yoshidai and its Relatives (Coleoptera: Carabidae: 
96 
 
Pterostichini). Entomol Rev Japan 65:333–374. 
Ito N (2012) Five New Species of Macrocephalic Ptersotichus from Shikoku, Japan (Coleoptera, 
Carabidae, Pterostichini). Japanese J Syst Entomol 18:85–99. 
Ito N, Ogai T (2015) A New Species of Macrocephalic Carabid from Nagano Prefecture, Japan 
(Coleoptera: Carabidae: Pterostichini). Japanese J Syst Entomol 21:271–275. 
Jankowski JE, Ciecka AL, Meyer NY, Rabenold KN (2009) Beta diversity along environmental 
gradients: implications of habitat specialization in tropical montane landscapes. J Anim Ecol 
78:315–27. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2656.2008.01487.x 
Japan BC of (1999) 6th and 7th National Basic Survey on Natural Environment. 
http://www.vegetation.biodic.go.jp/. Accessed 7 Jan 2015 
Jelaska LS, Durbesic P (2009) Comparison of the body size and wing form of carabid species 
(Coleoptera: Carabidae) between isolated and continuous forest habitats. Ann la Société 
Entomol Fr Int J Entomol 45:327–338. 
Jenkins CN, Pimm SL, Joppa LN (2013) Global patterns of terrestrial vertebrate diversity and 
conservation. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 110:E2602–10. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1302251110 
Johns AD (2009) Responses of Amazonian rain forest birds to habitat modification. J Trop Ecol 
7:417. doi: 10.1017/S0266467400005812 
Jorgensen HB, Toft S (1997) Role of granivory and insectivory in the life cycle of the carabid 
beetle Amara similata. Ecol Entomol 22:7–15. doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2311.1997.00045.x 
Juberthie C, Delay B, Bouillon M (1980) Extension du milieu souterrain en zone calcaire: 
description d’un nouveau milieu et de son peuplement par les Coleopteres troglobies. Mem 
Biospeologie 7:19–52. 
Karen M, O’Halloran J, Breen J, et al (2008) Distribution and composition of carabid beetle 
(Coleoptera, Carabidae) communities across the plantation forest cycle—Implications for 
management. For Ecol Manage 256:624–632. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2008.05.005 
Kattan GH, Correa D, Escobar F, Medina C (2006) Leaf-litter arthropods in restored forests in the 
Colombian Andes: a comparison between secondary forest and tree plantations. Restor Ecol 
14:95–102. doi: 10.1111/j.1526-100X.2006.00109.x 
Kim CG, Zhou HZ, Imura Y, et al (2000) Pattern of morphological diversification in the 
Leptocarabus ground beetles (Coleoptera: Carabidae) as deduced from mitochondrial ND5 
gene and nuclear 28S rDNA sequences. Mol Biol Evol 17:137–45. 
Kirk VM (1972) Seed-Caching by Larvae of Two Ground Beetles, Harpalus pensylvanicus and H. 
erraticus. Entomol Soc Am 65:1426–1428. doi: 10.1093/aesa/65.6.1426 
Klimes P, Saska P (2009) Larval and adult seed consumption affected by the degree of food 
specialization in Amara (Coleoptera: Carabidae). J Appl Entomol 134:659–666. doi: 
10.1111/j.1439-0418.2009.01463.x 
Knowles LL (2000) Tests of pleistocene speciation in montane grasshoppers (genus Melanoplus) 
97 
 
from the sky islands of western North America. Evolution 54:1337–48. 
Knowles LL (2001) Did the pleistocene glaciations promote divergence? Tests of explicit refugial 
models in montane grasshopprers. Mol Ecol 10:691–701. 
Knowles LL, Richards CL (2005) Importance of genetic drift during Pleistocene divergence as 
revealed by analyses of genomic variation. Mol Ecol 14:4023–32. doi: 
10.1111/j.1365-294X.2005.02711.x 
Kocher SD, Williams EH (2000) The diversity and abundance of North American butterflies vary 
with habitat disturbance and geography. J Biogeogr 27:785–794. doi: 
10.1046/j.1365-2699.2000.00454.x 
Kotze DJ, Samways MJ (1999a) Invertebrate conservation at the interface between the grassland 
matrix and natural Afromontane forest fragments. Biodivers Conserv 8:1339–1363. doi: 
10.1023/A:1008945302029 
Kotze DJ, Samways MJ (1999b) Support for the Multi-taxa Approach in Biodiversity Assessment, 
as Shown by Epigaeic Invertebrates in an Afromontane Forest Archipelago. J Insect Conserv 
3:125–143. doi: 10.1023/A:1009660601372 
Kotze DJ, Samways MJ (2001) No general edge effects for invertebrates at Afromontane 
forest/grassland ecotones. Biodivers Conserv 10:443–466. doi: 10.1023/A:1016606209906 
Krebs C (1999) Ecological methodology, 2nd editio. Benjamin Cummings, Menlo Park, California 
Kunin WE, Vergeer P, Kenta T, et al (2009) Variation at range margins across multiple spatial 
scales: environmental temperature, population genetics and metabolomic phenotype. Proc 
Biol Sci 276:1495–506. doi: 10.1098/rspb.2008.1767 
Kurosawa Y, Hisamatsu S, Sasaji H (eds) (1985) The Coleoptera of Japan in color vol. 3. 
Hoikusya (in Japanese) 
Laška V, Kopecký O, Růžička V, et al (2011) Vertical distribution of spiders in soil. J Arachnol 
39:393–398. doi: 10.1636/P09-75.1 
Laurenti J (1768) Specimen medicum, exhibens synopin reptilium emendatam cum experimentis 
circa venena et antidota reptilium Austriacorum.-Viennae, Trattner 1768.  
Legendre P, Casgrain F-JLP (1994) Modeling brain evolution from behavior: a permutational 
regression approach. Evolution 48:1487–1499. 
Lichstein JW (2006) Multiple regression on distance matrices: a multivariate spatial analysis tool. 
Plant Ecol 188:117–131. doi: 10.1007/s11258-006-9126-3 
Luo T-H, Yu X-D, Zhou H-Z (2013) Effects of reforestation practices on Staphylinid beetles 
(Coleoptera: Staphylinidae) in Southwestern China forests. Environ Entomol 42:7–16. doi: 
10.1603/EN11298 




Maeto K, Sato S, Miyata H (2002) Species diversity of longicorn beetles in humid 
warm-temperate forests: the impact of forest management practices on old-growth forest 
species in southwestern Japan. Biodivers Conserv 11:1919–1937. doi: 
10.1023/A:1020849012649 
Magura T (2002) Impacts of non-native spruce reforestation on ground beetles. Eur J Soil Biol 
38:291–295. doi: 10.1016/S1164-5563(02)01162-7 
Magura T, Tothmeresz B, Bordan Z (2000) Effects of nature management practice on carabid 
assemblages (Coleoptera: Carabidae) in a non-native plantation. Biol Conserv 93:95–102. 
doi: 10.1016/S0006-3207(99)00073-7 
Magura T, Tóthmérész B, Elek Z (2003) Diversity and composition of carabids during a forestry 
cycle. Biodivers Conserv 12:73–85. doi: 10.1023/A:1021289509500 
Magura T, Tóthmérész B, Elek Z (2005) Impacts of Leaf-litter Addition on Carabids in a Conifer 
Plantation. Biodivers Conserv 14:475–491. doi: 10.1007/s10531-004-7307-8 
Magura T, Tóthmérész B, Molnár T (2001) Forest edge and diversity : carabids along 
forest-grassland transects. Biodivers Conserv 10:287–300. doi: 10.1023/A:1008967230493 
Maleque AM, Maeto K, Ishii HT (2009) Arthropods as bioindicators of sustainable forest 
management, with a focus on plantation forests. Appl Entomol Zool 44:1–11. doi: 
10.1303/aez.2009.1 
Maleque MA, Ishii HT, Maeto K, Taniguchi S (2007) Line thinning fosters the abundance and 
diversity of understory Hymenoptera (Insecta) in Japanese cedar (Cryptomeria japonica D. 
Don) plantations. J For Res 12:14–23. doi: 10.1007/s10310-006-0243-6 
Marchant R (2007) The use of taxonomic distinctness to assess environmental disturbance of 
insect communities from running water. Freshw Biol 52:1634–1645. doi: 
10.1111/j.1365-2427.2007.01785.x 
Martin K, Eadie JM (1999) Nest webs: A community-wide approach to the management and 
conservation of cavity-nesting forest birds. For Ecol Manage 115:243–257. doi: 
10.1016/S0378-1127(98)00403-4 
Mayor SJ, Cahill JF, He F, et al (2012) Regional boreal biodiversity peaks at intermediate human 
disturbance. Nat Commun 3:1142. doi: 10.1038/ncomms2145 
McArdle B, Anderson M (2001) Fitting multivariate models to community data: a comment on 
distance-based redundancy analysis. Ecology 82:290–297. doi: 10.2307/2680104 
Mckinney ML (2002) Urbanization, biodiversity, and conservation. Bioscience 52:883–890. 
McRae BH (2006) Isolation by resistance. Evolution 60:1551–61. 
McRae BH, Beier P (2007) Circuit theory predicts gene flow in plant and animal populations. Proc 
Natl Acad Sci U S A 104:19885–90. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0706568104 
McRae BH, Dickson BG, Keitt TH, Shah VB (2008) Using circuit theory to model connectivity in 
ecology, evolution, and conservation. Ecology 89:2712–2724. doi: 10.1890/07-1861.1 
99 
 
McRae BH, Shah VB, Mohapatra TK (2013) Circuitscape 4 User Guide. The Nature Conservancy. 
http://www.circuitscape.org. Accessed 6 Feb 2016 
Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, Transport and Tourism J (2009) National Land Numerical 
Information Rivers Data. http://nlftp.mlit.go.jp/ksj-e/gml/datalist/KsjTmplt-W05.html. 
Accessed 30 Jan 2016 
Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, Transport and Tourism J (2011) National Land Numerical 
Information Elevation, Degree of Slope Tertiary Mesh Data. 
http://nlftp.mlit.go.jp/ksj-e/gml/datalist/KsjTmplt-G04-a.html. Accessed 30 Jan 2016 
Ministry of the Environment (2010) Manual of ground beetle census of the Forest and Grassland 
Survey, the Monitoring Sites 1000 (in Japanese). Biodiversity Center, Ministry of the 
Environment, Fujiyoshida 
Moreno CE, Castillo-Campos G, Verdú JR (2009) Taxonomic diversity as complementary 
information to assess plant species diversity in secondary vegetation and primary tropical 
deciduous forest. J Veg Sci 20:935–943. doi: 10.1111/j.1654-1103.2009.01094.x 
Mougi A, Kondoh M (2012) Diversity of interaction types and ecological community stability. 
Science 337:349–51. doi: 10.1126/science.1220529 
Nagamitsu T, Kikuchi S, Hotta M, et al (2014) Effects of population size, forest fragmentation, 
and urbanization on seed production and gene flow in an endangered maple (Acer miyabei). 
Am Midl Nat 172:303–316. doi: 10.1674/0003-0031-172.2.303 
Nakamura T (1984) Seed Dispersal on a landslide scar on the upper reaches of the Oi River, 
Central Japan. J Japanese For Soc 66:375–379. 
Niemelä J, Kotze DJ (2009) Carabid beetle assemblages along urban to rural gradients: a review. 
Landsc Urban Plan 92:65–71. doi: 10.1016/j.landurbplan.2009.05.016 
Nishikawa M, Hayashi Y, Yoshida M, Fujitani Y (2012) The Underground fauna of Agyrtidae and 
the subfamily Cholevinae of Leiodidae (Coleoptera) in eastern Shikoku, Southwest Japan, 
with a summary of the habitat diversity of some Japanese Cholevines. Elytra 2:267–278. 
Nitzu E, Nae A, Băncilă R, et al (2014) Scree habitats: ecological function, species conservation 
and spatial-temporal variation in the arthropod community. Syst Biodivers 12:65–75. doi: 
10.1080/14772000.2013.878766 
Nojima Y, Tsutsuki K, Oshida T (2013) Effect of different soil horizons on distribution of sorex 
species in Hokkaido, Japan. Acta Zool Acad Sci Hungaricae 59:297–304. 
Noriyuki F (2008) Phylogeographic importance of the mountainous region of central Honshu for 
Japanese alpine plants. Bunrui 8:5–14. 
Novotny V, Basset Y (2000) Rare species in communities of tropical insect herbivores: pondering 
the mystery of singletons. Oikos 89:564–572. doi: 10.1034/j.1600-0706.2000.890316.x 
Ober H, DeGroote L (2014) Repeated Raking of Pine Plantations Alters Soil Arthropod 
Communities. Forests 5:689–714. doi: 10.3390/f5040689 
100 
 
Ober HK, DeGroote LW (2011) Effects of litter removal on arthropod communities in pine 
plantations. Biodivers Conserv 20:1273–1286. doi: 10.1007/s10531-011-0027-y 
Oertli S, Müller A, Steiner D, et al (2005) Cross-taxon congruence of species diversity and 
community similarity among three insect taxa in a mosaic landscape. Biol Conserv 126:195–
205. doi: 10.1016/j.biocon.2005.05.014 
Office of Technology Assessment (1987) Technologies to maintain biological diversity. US 
Congress, Washington DC 
Ohsawa M (2004) Species richness of Cerambycidae in larch plantations and natural broad-leaved 
forests of the central mountainous region of Japan. For Ecol Manage 189:375–385. doi: 
10.1016/j.foreco.2003.09.007 
Ohsawa M (2005) Species richness and composition of Curculionidae (Coleoptera) in a conifer 
plantation, secondary forest, and old-growth forest in the central mountainous region of 
Japan. Ecol Res 20:632–645. doi: 10.1007/s11284-005-0080-7 
Ohsawa M, Nagaike T (2006) Influence of Forest Types and Effects of Forestry Activities on 
Species Richness and Composition of Chrysomelidae in the Central Mountainous Region of 
Japan. Biodivers Conserv 15:1179–1191. doi: 10.1007/s10531-004-4693-x 
Oksanen J, Blanchet FG, Kindt R, et al (2015) Vegan: Community Ecology Package.  
Olmi M, Mita T, Guglielmino A (2014) Revision of the Embolemidae of Japan (Hymenoptera: 
Chrysidoidea), with description of a new genus and two new species. Zootaxa 3793:423–40. 
Ortuño V, Cuesta E, Gilgado J, Ledesma E (2014) A new hypogean Trechus Clairville (Coleoptera, 
Carabidae, Trechini) discovered in a non-calcareous Superficial Subterranean Habitat of the 
Iberian System (Central Spain). Zootaxa 3802:301–400. 
Oxbrough A, Irwin S, Kelly TC, O’Halloran J (2010) Ground-dwelling invertebrates in reforested 
conifer plantations. For Ecol Manage 259:2111–2121. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2010.02.023 
Perry DA, Hessburg PF, Skinner CN, et al (2011) The ecology of mixed severity fire regimes in 
Washington, Oregon, and Northern California. For Ecol Manage 262:703–717. doi: 
10.1016/j.foreco.2011.05.004 
Pinna S, Varady-Szabo H, Boivin P, Lucas E (2008) Relevance of using a vegetation-based 
method to conserve urban carabid diversity. J Insect Conserv 13:387–397. doi: 
10.1007/s10841-008-9186-x 
Pipan T, López H, Oromí P, et al (2010a) Temperature variation and the presence of troglobionts 
in terrestrial shallow subterranean habitats. J Nat Hist 45:253–273. doi: 
10.1080/00222933.2010.523797 
Pipan T, López H, Oromí P, et al (2010b) Temperature variation and the presence of troglobionts 
in terrestrial shallow subterranean habitats. J Nat Hist 45:253–273. doi: 
10.1080/00222933.2010.523797 
Pryke JS, Samways MJ (2011) Conservation management of complex natural forest and plantation 
101 
 
edge effects. Landsc Ecol 27:73–85. doi: 10.1007/s10980-011-9668-1 
Pugnaire FI, Armas C, Valladares F (2004) Soil as a mediator in plant-plant interactions in a 
semi-arid community. J Veg Sci 15:85–92. doi: 10.1111/j.1654-1103.2004.tb02240.x 
R Core Team (2012) R: A language and environment for statistical computing.  
Rainio J, Niemela J (2003) Ground beetles ( Coleoptera : Carabidae ) as bioindicators. Biodivers 
Conserv 12:487–506. 
Rendoš M, Mock A, Jászay T (2012) Spatial and temporal dynamics of invertebrates dwelling 
karstic mesovoid shallow substratum of Sivec National Nature Reserve (Slovakia), with 
emphasis on Coleoptera. Biologia (Bratisl) 67:1143–1151. doi: 10.2478/s11756-012-0113-y 
Ribeiro-Troian VR, Baldissera R, Hartz SM (2009) Effects of understory structure on the 
abundance, richness and diversity of Collembola (Arthropoda) in southern Brazil. Neotrop 
Entomol 38:340–345. doi: 10.1590/S1519-566X2009000300007 
Ripley B, Venables B, Bates DM, et al (2013) MASS: Support Functions and Datasets for 
Venables and Ripley’s MASS.  
Roberts DW (2015) labdsv: Ordination and Multivariate Analysis for Ecology.  
Ronquist F, Huelsenbeck JP (2003) MrBayes 3: Bayesian phylogenetic inference under mixed 
models. Bioinformatics 19:1572–4. 
Root RB (1973) Organization of a plant-arthropod association in simple and diverse habitats: the 
fauna of collards (Brassica oleracea). Ecol Monogr 43:95. doi: 10.2307/1942161 
Ruzicka J (2000) Beetle communities (Inseeta: Coleóptera) of rock debris on the Ka menee hill 
(Czech Republic: Ceské stredohofí nits). Acata Univ Purkynianae (Usti nad Labem), Stud 
Biol 4:175–182. 
Růžička V, Šmilauer P, Mlejnek R (2013) Colonization of subterranean habitats by spiders in 
Central Europe. Int J Speleol 42:133–140. doi: 10.5038/1827-806X.42.2.5</p> 
Salas F, Patrício J, Marcos C, et al (2006) Are taxonomic distinctness measures compliant to other 
ecological indicators in assessing ecological status? Mar Pollut Bull 52:817–829. 
Saure HI, Vetaas OR, Odland A, Vandvik V (2013) Restoration potential of native forests after 
removal of Picea abies plantations. For Ecol Manage 305:77–87. 
Schmitzberger I, Wrbka T, Steurer B, et al (2005) How farming styles influence biodiversity 
maintenance in Austrian agricultural landscapes. Agric Ecosyst Environ 108:274–290. doi: 
10.1016/j.agee.2005.02.009 
Schoville S. (2010) Natural history and biogeography of Grylloblattodea in Japan and North 
America. New Entomol 59:1–7. 
Schuldt A, Assmann T (2011) Belowground carabid beetle diversity in the western Palaearctic - 
effects of history and climate on range-restricted taxa (Coleoptera, Carabidae). Zookeys 
461–74. doi: 10.3897/zookeys.100.1540 
102 
 
Schuldt A, Scherer-Lorenzen M (2014) Non-native tree species (Pseudotsuga menziesii) strongly 
decreases predator biomass and abundance in mixed-species plantations of a tree diversity 
experiment. For Ecol Manage 327:10–17. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2014.04.036 
Shibuya S, Kikvidze Z, Toki W, et al (2014) Ground beetle community in suburban Satoyama — 
A case study on wing type and body size under small scale management. J Asia Pac Entomol 
17:775–780. doi: 10.1016/j.aspen.2014.07.013 
Sota T (1996) Altitudinal variation in life cycles of carabid beetles: life-cylce strategy and 
colonization in Alpine zones. Arct. Alp. Res.  
Sota T (1985) Life History Patterns of Carabid Beetles Belonging to th Subtribe Carabina 
(Coleoptea, Carabidae) in the Kinki District, Western Japan. Entomol Soc Japan 
NII-Electronic Libr Serv 53:370–378. 
Sota T, Ishikawa R (2004) Phylogeny and life-history evolution in Carabus (subtribe Carabina: 
Coleoptera, Carabidae) based on sequences of two nuclear genes. Biol J Linn Soc 81:135–
149. doi: 10.1111/j.1095-8312.2004.00277.x 
Sota T, Kusumoto F, Kubota K (2000) Consequences of hybridization between (Coleoptera, 
Carabidae) in a segmented river basin: parallel formation of hybrid swarms. Biol J Linn Soc 
71:297–313. 
Sota T, Nagata N (2008) Diversification in a fluctuating island setting: rapid radiation of 
Ohomopterus ground beetles in the Japanese Islands. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci 
363:3377–90. doi: 10.1098/rstb.2008.0111 
Sota T, Vogler AP (2001) Incongruence of mitochondrial and nuclear gene trees in the Carabid 
beetles Ohomopterus. Syst Biol 50:39–59. 
Sugadaira Montane Research Center U of T (2011) Database of biodiversity and ecosystem in 
Sugadaira. http://www.sugadaira.tsukuba.ac.jp/activity/database.html. Accessed 7 Aug 2015 
Sugaya K, Yamasako J (2014) A new species of the genus Ishikawatrechus (Coleoptera, 
Trechinae) from Japan. Zootaxa 3768:189–95. doi: 10.11646/zootaxa.3768.2.6 
Suwa A (1992) Mount Fuji - All About Its Nature (in Japanese). Dōbunshoin 
Takenaka A (2009) CanopOn 2 (in Japanese). http://takenaka-akio.org/etc/canopon2/. Accessed 7 
Aug 2015 
Taki H, Inoue T, Tanaka H, et al (2010) Responses of community structure, diversity, and 
abundance of understory plants and insect assemblages to thinning in plantations. For Ecol 
Manage 259:607–613. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2009.11.019 
Tamura K, Peterson D, Peterson N, et al (2011) MEGA5: Molecular Evolutionary Genetics 
Analysis using Maximum Likelihood, Evolutionary Distance, and Maximum Parsimony 
Methods. Mol Biol Evol 28:2731–2739. doi: 10.1093/molbev/msr121 
Tanouchi H, Hayashi I (1981) Analytical study on the vegetation of Sugadaira, Central Japan (in 
Japanese). Hikobia Suppl 1:265–276. 
103 
 
Tothmeresz B, Nagy DD, Mizser S, et al (2014) Edge effects on ground-dwelling beetles 
(Carabidae and Staphylinidae) in oak forest-forest edge-grassland habitats in Hungary. Eur J 
Entomol 111:686–691. doi: 10.14411/eje.2014.091 
Townsend CR, Scarsbrook MR, Dolédec S (1997) The intermediate disturbance hypothesis, 
refugia, and biodiversity in streams. Limnol Oceanogr 42:938–949. doi: 
10.4319/lo.1997.42.5.0938 
Trefas H, Lenteren JC Van (2008) Egg- laying- site preferences of Pterostichus melanarius in 
mono- and intercrops. Bull Insectology 61:225–231. 
Tyler G (2008) Differences in abundance, species richness, and body size of ground beetles 
(Coleoptera: Carabidae) between beech (Fagus sylvatica L.) forests on Podzol and Cambisol. 
For Ecol Manage 256:2154–2159. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2008.08.006 
Ueda A, Hino T, Products F (2009) Relationships between Browsing on Dwarf Bamboo (Sasa 
nipponica) by Sika Deer and the Structure of Ground Beetle (Coleoptera: Carabidae) 
Assemblage. (in Japanese with English summary). J Japanese For Res 91:111–119. 
Ueno S, Kurosawa Y, Sato M (1985) The Coleoptera of Japan in color vol. 2. Hoikusya (in 
Japanese), Osaka, Japan 
Vásquez-Vélez LM, Bermúdez C, Chacón P, Lozano-Zambrano FH (2010) Analysis of the 
richness of Staphylinidae (Coleoptera) on different scales of a sub-Andean rural landscape in 
Colombia. Biodivers Conserv 19:1917–1931. doi: 10.1007/s10531-010-9812-2 
Venn SJ, Kotze DJ, Niemelä J (2003) Urbanization effects on carabid diversity in boreal forests. 
Eur J Entomol 100:73–80. doi: 10.14411/eje.2003.015 
Vries PJD, Walla TR, Greeney HF (1999) Species diversity in spatial and temporal dimensions of 
fruit-feeding butterflies from two Ecuadorian rainforests. Biol J Linn Soc 68:333–353. 
Walker L, Shiels A (2013) Landslide ecology. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 
Warren-Thomas E, Zou Y, Dong L, et al (2014) Ground beetle assemblages in Beijing’s new 
mountain forests. For Ecol Manage 334:369–376. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2014.09.022 
Warwick RM, Clarke KR (1998) Taxonomic distinctness and environmental assessment. J Appl 
Ecol 35:532–543. doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2664.1998.3540532.x 
Weeks RD, McIntyre NE (1997) A comparison of live versus kill pitfall trapping techniques using 
various killing agents. Entomol Exp Appl 82:267–273. doi: 
10.1046/j.1570-7458.1997.00140.x 
Weiher E, Howe A (2003) Scale-dependence of environmental effects on species richness in oak 
savannas. J Veg Sci 14:917–920. doi: 10.1111/j.1654-1103.2003.tb02226.x 
Whittaker R. (1977) Species diversity in land communities. Evol Biol 10:1–67. 
Wiezik M, Svitok M, Dovčiak M (2007) Conifer introductions decrease richness and alter 
composition of litter-dwelling beetles (Coleoptera) in Carpathian oak forests. For Ecol 
Manage 247:61–71. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2007.04.013 
104 
 
Wilson E (1988) Biodiversity. 1988. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA  
Yamamura K (2002) Biodiversity and stability of herbivore populations: influences of the spatial 
sparseness of food plants. Popul Ecol 44:33–40. doi: 10.1007/s101440200004 
Yi H, Moldenke A (2005) Response of Ground-Dwelling Arthropods to Different Thinning 
Intensities in Young Douglas Fir Forests of Western Oregon. Environ Entomol 34:1071–
1080. doi: 10.1603/0046-225X(2005)034[1071:ROGATD]2.0.CO;2 
Yi H, Moldenke A (2008) Responses of Litter-Dwelling Arthropods to four Different Thinning 
Intensities in Douglas-Fir Forests of the Pacific Northwest, USA. Ann Zool Fennici 45:229–
240. doi: 10.5735/086.045.0308 
Yu X-D, Luo T-H, Zhou H-Z (2006) Distribution of carabid beetles among regenerating and 
natural forest types in Southwestern China. For Ecol Manage 231:169–177. doi: 
10.1016/j.foreco.2006.05.043 
Yu X-D, Luo T-H, Zhou H-Z (2008) Distribution of carabid beetles among 40-year-old 
regenerating plantations and 100-year-old naturally regenerated forests in Southwestern 
China. For Ecol Manage 255:2617–2625. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2008.01.019 
Zhang A-B, Sota T (2007) Nuclear gene sequences resolve species phylogeny and mitochondrial 
introgression in Leptocarabus beetles showing trans-species polymorphisms. Mol 
Phylogenet Evol 45:534–46. doi: 10.1016/j.ympev.2007.07.003 
Zhang Z (2011) Phylum Arthropoda von Siebold, 1848. In: Zhang, Z.-Q.(Ed.) Animal. name 
Zootaxa  
 
